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TITLE 14—CIVIL AVIATION 

Chapter I—Civil Aeronautics Board 

[Reg. No. SR-410] 

Part 42— Irregular Air Carrier and Off 
Route Rules 

SPECIAL CIVIL AIR REGULATION; FLIGHT TIME 
LIMITATIONS FOR TRANSCONTINENTAL 
NONSTOP IRREGULAR AIR CARRIER INTER¬ 
STATE OPERATIONS 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D. C., 
on the 18th day of April 1955. 

On June 14, 1954, the Board adopted 
Special Civil Air Regulation No. SR-405 
which permitted air carriers in the con¬ 
duct of scheduled transcontinental non¬ 
stop flights to schedule flight crew mem¬ 
bers for more than eight but not more 
than ten hours of continuous duty aloft 
on flights conducted in pressurized air¬ 
planes carrying at least two pilots and a 
flight engineer. Special Civil Air Regu¬ 
lation No. SR-405 will terminate with 
the effective date of any final action 
taken by the Board in respect of Draft 
Release No. 54-16, which was circulated 
to the public on May 28, 1954. 

Subsequently a request was made to 
the Board by an irregular air carrier to 
provide that Part 42 operators may make 
nonstop flights on the same basis ex¬ 
tended to the scheduled operators under 
SR-405. 

The Board believes that the nonstop 
flight time limitations should be ex¬ 
tended to irregular air carriers on sub¬ 
stantially the same basis as they are 
currently applied to scheduled air car¬ 
riers. The scheduled air carrier operat¬ 
ing rules of Part 40 contain requirements 
for dispatch and company communica¬ 
tions systems not currently required. 
under the irregular air carrier operating 
rules of Part 42. In order to insure 
equivalent safety, therefore, the Board 
believes it necessary to add certain pro¬ 
visions concerning dispatch and company 
communications systems for the opera¬ 
tions herein contemplated. The peti¬ 
tioner has advised the Board that it 
considers these provisions reasonable. 
Therefore, by this Special Civil Air 
Regulation the Board applies to irregu¬ 
lar air carriers the provisions of SR-405 
provided that the air carrier is able to 
show an independent air/ground com¬ 
munications service and a dispatch or¬ 


ganization serving terminal points which 
are essentially similar to those required 
of scheduled air carriers. 

It should be noted that the independ¬ 
ent air/ground communications system 
specified by this rule is required to be 
approved by the Administrator as ade¬ 
quate to serve terminal points. This re¬ 
quirement is intended to provide an 
operational control system which insures 
reliable and rapid communications either 
direct or via acceptable point-to-point 
circuits between the pilot and the dis¬ 
patcher under normal operating condi¬ 
tions. While the Board is not in this 
instance establishing firm criteria with 
respect to the geographic coverage of 
such a communications system, we en¬ 
visage that it will normally permit com¬ 
munication between the pilot and the 
dispatcher at least during the last hour 
of the flight. 

As is the case in scheduled air car¬ 
rier operations, the Board contemplates 
that the dispatcher will be responsible 
for monitoring the progress of each 
flight and issuing instructions and in¬ 
formation necessary for the continued 
safety of the flight within the area of 
communications provided under this 
rule. It is expected that the dispatch 
office will be so located with respect to 
the terminal point and so equipped with 
necessary communications facilities as 
to insure that the dispatcher will be in 
possession of necessary information to 
determine the flight may be terminated 
safely and to communicate such infor¬ 
mation to the pilot. 

The Board anticipates that the air 
carrier shall determine that prior to 
serving in operations conducted under 
this rule, an aircraft dispatcher shall 
be familiar with all essential operating 
procedures and with the equipment and 
facilities to be used. 

The Board contemplates that at the 
termination of SR-405 this regulation 
will have been reexamined and neces¬ 
sary action will then be taken with re¬ 
gard to flight time limitations for 
irregular long-range nonstop interstate 
operations. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this regulation, and due con¬ 
sideration has been given to all relevant 
matter presented. Since this regulation 
is in the nature of relieving from a re- 
(Continued on next page) 


CONTENTS 

Agricultural Marketing Service Pa E® 
Proposed rule making: 

Milk in metropolitan New York- 2688 
Agriculture Department 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Commodity Stabilization 
Service. 

Civil Aeronautics Administra¬ 


tion 

Rules and regulations: 

Alterations; designation of: 

Civil airways_ 2676 

Control areas and zones, and 

reporting points_ 2678 

Standard instrument approach 
procedure alterations_ 2630 


Civil Aeronautics Board 

Rules and regulations: 

Flight time limitations for 
transcontinental nonstop ir¬ 
regular air carrier interstate 
operations_ 2675 

Commerce Department 

See also Civil Aeronautics Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Notices: 

Organization, duties and func¬ 


tions- 2696 

Commodity Stabilization Service 

Rules and regulations: 

Puerto Rico; allotment of sugar 
quotas, 1955_ 2636 


Federal Communications Com¬ 
mission 

Notices: 

Hearings, etc.: 

El Mundo, Inc., et al_ 2696 

Newport Broadcasting Co. 

(KNBY)_ 2695 

U. S. standard broadcast sta¬ 
tions; list of changes and cor¬ 
rections in assignments_ 2695 

Food and Drug Administration 
Rules and regulations: 

Use of vegetable fat in products 
which are imitations of ice 
cream_ 2687 

Health, Education, and Welfare 
Department 

See Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion. 

Indian Affairs Bureau 

Notices: 

Redelegations of authority—. 2694 

2675 






















2676 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 
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thority contained in the Federal Register Act, 
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amended: 44 U. S. C.. ch. 8B), under regula¬ 
tions prescribed by the Administrative Com¬ 
mittee of the Federal Register, approved by 
the President. Distribution is made only by 
the Superintendent of Documents, Govern¬ 
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The regulatory material appearing herein 
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striction, it may be made effective on less 
than 30 days* notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby makes 
and promulgates the following Special 
Civil Air Regulation, effective April 18, 
1955: 

Notwithstanding the requirements of 
§ 42.48 of the Civil Air Regulations, air car¬ 
riers in the conduct of interstate transcon¬ 
tinental nonstop flights, in accordance with 
Part 42, may schedule flight crew members 
for more than eight but not more than ten 
hours of continuous duty aloft without an 
intervening rest period: Provided, That the 
flight is conducted in pressurized airplanes 
with a flight crew of at least two pUots and. 
a flight engineer: And provided further. 
That the carrier utilize in the conduct of 
such operations an air/ground communica¬ 
tions service independent of systems oper¬ 


ated by the Federal Government, and a dis¬ 
patch organization, both of which have been 
approved by the Administrator as adequate 
to serve the terminal points concerned. 
This regulation shall terminate with the 
effective termination of SR-405. 

(Sec. 205, 52 Stat. 984; 49 U. S. C. 425. 
Interpret or apply §5 601. 604. 52 Stat. 1007, 
1010, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 551, 554) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] M. C. Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 55-3306; Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 
8:49 a. m.J 


Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Commerce 

[Arndt. 53] 

Part 600— Designation of Civil Airways 

ALTERATIONS 

The civil airway alterations appearing 
hereinafter have been coordinated with 
the civil operators involved, the Army, 
the Navy and the Air Force, through the 
Air Coordinating Committee, Airspace 
Subcommittee, and are adopted to be¬ 
come effective when indicated in order to 
promote safety. Compliance wdth the 
notice procedures, and effective date pro¬ 
visions of section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act would be impracticable 
and contrary to public interest and 
therefore is not required. 

Part 600 is amended as follows: 

1. Section 600.16 Green civil airway 
No. 6 < Laredo, Tex., to Norfolk. Va .) is 
amended between Blackstone. Va., and 
Norfolk, Va., to read: ‘ Blackstone, Va., 
radio range station; Richmond, Va., ra¬ 
dio range station; Norfolk, Va., radio 
range station to the Norfolk Municipal 
Airport, Norfolk. Va.’* 

2. Section 600.234 is amended to read: 

§ 600.234 Red civil airway No. 31 
( Charleston . W. Va., to Weeksville, N.C .>. 
From the Charleston. W. Va., radio range 
station via the Pulaski, Va., radio range 
station to the Greensboro, N. C., radio 
range station. From the intersection of 
the northeast course of the Greensboro, 
N. C., radio range and the northwest 
course of the Raleigh, N. C.. radio range 
to the Raleigh. N. C., radio range sta¬ 
tion. From the intersection of the north 
course of the Williamston, N. C.. VHP 
VAR radio range and the southwest 
course of the Norfolk, Va.. radio range to 
the Weeksville, N. C. (Navy) radio range 
station. 

3. Section 600.251 is amended to read: 

§ 600.251 Red civil airway No. 51 
(Blackstone, Va., to Norfolk, Va.) . From 
the Blackstone, Va.. radio range station 
via the intersection of the east course 
of the Blackstone, Va.. radio range and 
the west course of the Langley, Va., AF3 
radio range to the Langley. Va.. AFB ra¬ 
dio range station, excluding the portions 
which overlap the Camp Pickett Re¬ 
stricted Area (R-44) and the Plum Tree 
Island Restricted Area (R-49). 

4. Section 600.638 is amended to read; 

§ 600.638 Blue civil airway No. 3S 
(Five Finger, Alaska, to United States 
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Canadian Border). That airspace over 
United States territory from the Five 
Finger, Alaska, USCG nondirectional 
radio beacon via the Gustavus, Alaska, 
radio range; Haines, Alaska, nondirec¬ 
tional radio beacon to the Whitehorse, 
Yukon Territory, radio range station, 

5. Section 600.6004 is amended to read; 

§ 600.6004 VOR civil airway No. 4 
( Seattle, Wash., to Washington, D. C.). 
From the Seattle. Wash., omnirange sta¬ 
tion via the Ellensburg, Wash., omni¬ 
range station; intersection of the EUens- 
burg omnirange 191° True and the 
Yakima omnirange 304° True radials; 
Yakima, Wash., omnirange station, ex¬ 
cluding those portions which overlap 
danger areas; Pendleton, Oreg., omni¬ 
range station; Baker, Oreg., omnirange 
station; Boise, Idaho, omnirange station; 
intersection of the Boise omnirange 129° 
True and the Burley omnirange 292° 
True radials; Burley, Idaho, omnirange 
station, including a south alternate from 
the Boise omnirange station to the 
Burley omnirange station via the Twin 
Falls, Idaho, omnirange station; Malad 
City, Idaho, omnirange station; Rock 
Springs, Wyo., omnirange station; Cher¬ 
okee, Wyo., omnirange station, including 
a north alternate; Laramie, Wyo., omni¬ 
range station; Denver, Colo., omnirange 
station, including a north alternate via 
the intersection of the Laramie omni¬ 
range 131° True and the Denver omni¬ 
range 014° True radials; Thurman, Colo., 
omnirange station, including a south al¬ 
ternate; Goodland, Kans., omnirange 
station, including a north alternate via 
the intersection of the Thurman omni¬ 
range 085° True and the Goodland omni¬ 
range 304° True radials; Hill City., 
Kans., omnirange station, including a 
north alternate; Russell, Kans., omni¬ 
range station; Salina. Kans., omnirange 
station, including a north alternate from 
Hill City omnirange station to Salina 
omnirange station; Topeka, Kans., om¬ 
nirange station, including a south 
alternate; intersection of the Topeka 
omnirange 078° Time and the Kansas 
City omnirange 261° True radials; Kan¬ 
sas City, Mo., omnirange station, in¬ 
cluding a north alternate; Columbia, 
Mo., omnirange station, including a 
south alternate and also a north alter¬ 
nate via the intersection of the Kansas 
City omnirange 076° True and the Co¬ 
lumbia omnirange 292° True radials, ex¬ 
cluding those portions which overlap 
danger areas; St. Louis, Mo., omnirange 
station, including a north and a south 
alternate; Centralia, Ill., omnirange sta¬ 
tion, including a north and a south alter¬ 
nate; Evansville, Ind., omnirange sta¬ 
tion, including a south alternate; the 
intersection of the Evansville omnirange 
80° True and the Louisville omnirange 
269* True radials; Louisville, Ky., omni¬ 
range station, including a north alter¬ 
nate from the Evansville omnirange sta¬ 
tion to the Louisville omnirange station; 
Lexington, Ky., omnirange station, in¬ 
cluding a south alternate and also a 
north alternate via the intersection of 
the Louisville, omnirange 083° True and 
the Lexington omnirange 294° True 
radials; Charleston, W. Va., omnirange 
station; Elkins, W. Va., omnirange sta¬ 


tion, including a north alternate via the 
intersection of the Charleston omni¬ 
range 049° True and the Elkins omni¬ 
range 264° Time radials and also a south 
alternate via the intersection of the 
Charleston omnirange 081° True and the 
Elkins omnirange 227° True radials; 
Front Royal, Va., omnirange station; 
Herndon, Va., omnirange station to the 
point of intersection of the Herndon 
omnirange 089° True and the Washing¬ 
ton, D. C., terminal omnirange 351° True 
radials. 

6. Section 600.6005 is amended to read: 

§ 600.6005 VOR civil airway No. 5 
( Jacksonville, Fla., to Cleveland, Ohio), 
From the Jacksonville, Fla., omnirange 
station via the Alma, Ga., omnirange 
station, including a west alternate; 
Macon, Ga., omnirange station; inter¬ 
section of the Macon omnirange 330° 
Time and the Atlanta omnirange 102° 
True radials; to the Atlanta, Ga., omni¬ 
range station, including a west alternate 
from the Alma omnirange station to the 
Atlanta omnirange station via the inter¬ 
section of the Alma omnirange 305° True 
and the Atlanta omnirange 151° True 
radials. From the Chattanooga, Tenn.. 
omnirange station via the Nashville. 
Tenn., omnirange station; Bowling 
Green, Ky.. omnirange station; inter¬ 
section of the Bowling Green omnirange 
043° True and the Louisville omnirange 
189° Time radials; Louisville, Ky., omni¬ 
range station, including an east alternate 
from the Bowling Green omnirange sta¬ 
tion to the Louisville, omnirange station 
via the intersection of the Bowling Green 
omnirange 063° True and the Louisville 
omnirange 168° True radials; Cincinnati. 
Ohio, omnirange station, including an 
east alternate; intersection of the Cin¬ 
cinnati omnirange 045° True and the 
Columbus omnirange 246° True radials; 
Columbus, Ohio, omnirange station; 
Mansfield, Ohio, omnirange station; to 
the Cleveland, Ohio, omnirange station. 

7. Section 600.6007 VOR civil airway 
No. 7 (Miami, Fla., to Green Bay, Wis.) 
is amended by changing the portion be¬ 
tween the Marianna. Fla., omnirange 
station and the Muscle Shoals, Ala., 
omnirange station to read: “Marianna, 
Fla., omnirange station; intersection of 
the Marianna omnirange 333° True and 
the Montgomery omnirange 137° True 
radials; Montgomery, Ala., omnirange 
station, including a west alternate from 
the Marianna omnirange station to the 
Montgomery omnirange station via the 
intersection of the Marianna omnirange 
303° True and the Montgomery omni¬ 
range 192° True radials; Birmingham, 
Ala., omnirange station, including an 
east alternate via the intersection of the 
Montgomery omnirange 358° True and 
the Birmingham omnirange 138° True 
radials and also a west alternate; inter¬ 
section of the Birmingham omnirange 
358° True and the Muscle Shoals omni¬ 
range 129° True radials; Muscle Shoals, 
Ala., omnirange station: 0 . 

8. Section 600.6010 VOR civil airway 
No. 10 (Pueblo, Colo., to New York, 
N. Y.) is amended by changing all be¬ 
tween the Carleton, Mich., omnirange 
station and the Philipsburg, Pa., omni¬ 
range station to read: “Carleton, Mich., 


omnirange station; Perry, Ohio, nondi¬ 
rectional radio beacon; Youngstown, 
Ohio, omnirange station; Philipsburg, 
Pa., omnirange station; 0 

9. Section 600.6014 VOR civil ainoay 
No. 14 (Roswell, N. Mex., to Bostoyi, 
Mass.) is amended by changing the por¬ 
tion between the Tulsa, Okla., omni¬ 
range station and the Springfield, Mo., 
omnirange station to read: “Tulsa, Okla.. 
omnirange station, including a north 
alternate and also a south alternate via 
the intersection of the Oklahoma City 
omnirange 100° True and the Tulsa 
omnirange 207* True radials: Neosho, 
Mo., omnirange station, including a 
north alternate via the intersection of 
the Tulsa omnirange 050° True and the 
Neosho omnirange 260° True radials; 
Springfield, Mo., omnirange station, in¬ 
cluding a north alternate via the inter¬ 
section of the Neosho omnirange 045° 
True and the Springfield omnirange 
261° True radials and also a south 
alternate; 0 

10. Section 600.6016 VOR civil airway 
No. 16 (Los Angeles, Calif., to Boston, 
Mass.) is amended by changing all be¬ 
tween the Graham, Tenn., omnirange 
station and the Montebello. Va., omni¬ 
range station to read: “Graham, Tenn., 
omnirange station, including a south al¬ 
ternate; Nashville, Tenn., omnirange 
station; Crossville. Tenn., omnirange 
station, including a south alternate from 
the Graham omnirange station to the 
Crossville omnirange station via the 
Graham omnirange 099° True and the 
Crossville omnirange 257° True radials: 
intersection of the Crossville omnirange 
104° True and the Knoxville omnirange 
249° True radials; Knoxville, Tenn., 
omnirange station; Tri-City, Tenn., 
omnirange station; Pulaski, Va.. omni¬ 
range station, including a north alter¬ 
nate from the Knoxville omnirange sta¬ 
tion to the Pulaski omnirange station 
via the intersection of the Knoxville 
omnirange 054° True and the Pulaski 
omnirange 260° True radials; Monte¬ 
bello, Va., omnirange station; 0 

11. Section 600.6018 VOR civil airway 
No. 18 (Dallas, Tex., to Charleston, S. C.) 
is amended by changing all after the 
Birmingham, Ala., omnirange station to 
read: Birmingham, Ala., omnirange sta¬ 
tion; Anniston, Ala., omnirange station; 
intersection of the Anniston omnirange 
084° True radial and the Atlanta Airport 
ILS localizer west course: Atlanta, Ga., 
Airport ILS localizer: intersection of the 
Atlanta Airport ILS localizer east course 
and the Augusta omnirange 278° True 
radial; Augusta, Ga., omnirange station, 
including a south alternate from the 
Anniston omnirange station to the 
Augusta omnirange station via the in¬ 
tersection of the Anniston omnirange 
104° True and the Atlanta omnirange 
262° True radials; the Atlanta, Ga., 
omnirange station and the intersection 
of the Atlanta omnirange 102° True and 
the Augusta omnirange 263° True ra¬ 
dials; intersection of the Augusta omni¬ 
range 090° True and the Charleston 
omnirange 301° True radials; to the 
Charleston, S. C., omnirange station. 
The portions of this airway which con¬ 
flict with the Fort McClellan Restricted 
Area (R-130) are excluded. 
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12. Section 600.6020 VOR civil airxoay 
No. 20 (Laredo, Tex., to Richmond. Va.) 
is amended by changing all after the La 
Grange, Ga., omnirange station to read: 
“La Grange, Ga., omnirange station; 
Atlanta, Ga., omnirange station; inter¬ 
section of the Atlanta omnirange 048° 
True and the Anderson omnirange 236° 
True radials; Anderson, S. C., omnirange 
station; Spartanburg, S. C., omnirange 
station; Greensboro, N. C., omnirange 
station; Danville, Va., omnirange sta¬ 
tion; to the Flat Rock, Va., omnirange 
station/* 

13. Section 600.6088 is amended by 
changing the caption to read: “VOR 
civil airway No. 88 (Tulsa, Okla., to 
Mansfield, Ohio)/' by changing all be¬ 
fore the Centralia, Ill., omnirange sta¬ 
tion to read: “From the Tulsa, Okla., 
omnirange station via the intersection 
of the Tulsa omnirange 050° True and 
the Springfield omnirange 261° True 
radials ; Springfield, Mo., omnirange sta¬ 
tion; Vichy, Mo., omnirange station; in¬ 
tersection of the Vichy omnirange 084® 
True and the Centralia omnirange 261° 
True radials; Centralia. Ill., omnirange 
stations :*’ and by changing all after the 
Dayton, Ohio, omnirange station to read: 
“Dayton, Ohio, omnirange station; to 
the Mansfield, Ohio, omnirange station, 
including a north alternate/* 

14. Section 600.6092 is amended by 
changing the caption to read: “VOR 
civil airway No. 92 (Chicago, III., to 
Washington, D. C .)/* and by changing 
all after the Mansfield, Ohio, omnirange 
station to read: ,f Mansfield, Ohio, omni¬ 
range station; intersection of the Mans¬ 
field omnirange 100° True and the Pitts¬ 
burgh omnirange 291° True radials; 
Pittsburgh, Pa., omnirange station; 
intersection of the Pittsburgh omnirange 
132® True and the Front Royal omni¬ 
range 307® True radials; Front Royal, 
Va., omnirange station; intersection of 
the Front Royal omnirange 112® True 
and the Washington terminal omnirange 
245® True radials; to the Washington, 
D. C., terminal omnirange station.** 

15. Section 600.6093 VOR civil airxoay 
No. 93 (Baltimore, Md., to Princeton, 
Maine ) is amended by changing all be¬ 
tween the Allentown, Pa., omnirange 
station and the Concord, N. H., om¬ 
nirange station to read: “Allentown, 
Pa., omnirange station; Wilkes-Barre- 
Scranton, Pa., omnirange station; Al¬ 
bany. N. Y.. omnirange station; inter¬ 
section of the Albany omnirange 099® 
True and the Concord omnirange 231® 
True radials; Concord, N. H., omnirange 
station;**. 

16. Section 600.6103 is added to read: 

§ 600.6103 VOR civil airxoay No. 103 
(Elkins, W. Va., to Wheeling, W. Va.). 
From the Elkins, W. Va., omnirange sta¬ 
tion to the Wheeling, W. Va., omnirange 
station. 

17. Section 600.6107 is amended to 
read: 

§ 600.6107 VOR civil airway No. 107 
(Long Beach, Calif., to Red Bluff, Calif .). 
From the Long Beach, Calif., omnirange 
station via the intersection of the Long 
Beach omnirange 292® True and the 
Fillmore omnirange 141® True radials; 
Fillmore, Calif., omnirange station; 
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Coalinga, Calif., omnirange station; 
Oakland, Calif., omnirange station; 
Ukiah, Calif., omnirange station; to the 
Red Bluff, Calif., omnirange station. 

18. Section 600.6119 is amended to 
read: 

§ 600.6119 VOR civil airway No. 119 
(Huntington, W. Va., to Buffalo, N. Y.), 
From the Huntington, W. Va., nondirec- 
tional radio beacon via the Parkersburg, 
W. Va., omnirange station; Wheeling, 
W. Va.. omnirange station; Pittsburgh. 
Pa., omnirange station; intersection of 
the Pittsburgh omnirange 040° True and 
the Bradford omnirange 210° True radi¬ 
als; Bradford, Pa., omnirange station; 
to the Buffalo, N. Y.. omnirange station. 

19. Section 600.6122 is amended to 
read: 

§ 600.6122 VOR civil airxoay No. 122 
(Crescent City, Calif., to Klamath Falls, 
Oreg.) . From the Crescent City, Calif., 
omnirange station to the Medford, Oreg., 
omnirange station. From the point of 
intersection of the Medford, Oreg., omni¬ 
range 176° True and the Klamath Falls, 
Oreg., omnirange 273° True radials; to 
the Klamath Falls, Oreg., omnirange 
station. 

20. Section 600.6132 is amended to 
read: 

§ 600.6132 VOR civil airxoay No. 132 
(Cheyenne. Wyo., to Hutchinson, Kans.). 
From the Cheyenne, Wyo., omnirange 
station via the Akron, Colo., omnirange 
station, Goodland, Kans., omnirange 
station; to the Hutchinson, Kans., omni¬ 
range station. 

21. Section 600.6138 is added to read: 

§ 600.6138 VOR civil airway No. 138 
(Rock River, Wyo., to Sidney, Nehr.). 
From the Rock River, Wyo., omnirange 
station to the Sidney, Nebr., omnirange 
station. 

22. Section 600.6139 VOR civil air¬ 
xoay No. 139 (Norwich, Conn., to Boston, 
Mass.) is amended by changing all after 
the Providence, R. I., ILS localizer to 
read: “Providence, R. I., ILS localizer, 
intersection of the Providence IL S local¬ 
izer course and the Boston ILS localizer 
course; to the Boston, Mass., localizer/* 

23. Section 600.6144 VOR civil airxoay 
No. 144 (Chicago, III., to Washington, 
D. C.) is amended by deleting the words, 
“Wheeling, W. Va., omnirange station;** 

24. Section 600.6147 is amended to 
read: 

§ 600.6147 VOR civil airway No. 147 
(Philadelphia , Pa., to Rochester , N. Y.). 
From the West Chester. Pa., omnirange 
station via the Allentown, Pa., omni¬ 
range station; intersection of the Allen¬ 
town omnirange 329® True and the 
Elmira omnirange 134° True radials; El¬ 
mira, N. Y., omnirange station; intersec¬ 
tion of the Elmira omnirange 305® True 
and the Rochester omnirange 183® True 
radials; to the Rochester, N. Y., omni¬ 
range station. 

25. Section 600.6151 is amended to 
read: 

§ 600.6151 VOR civil airway No. 151 
(Woonsocket, R. /.. to Keene, N. H.). 
From the point of intersection of the 


Norwich, Conn., omnirange 043® True 
and the Gardner omnirange 152° True 
radials via the Gardner, Mass., omni¬ 
range station; to the Keene, N. H. non- 
directional radio beacon. 

26. Section 600.6173 is added to read: 

§ 600.6173 VOR civil airway No. 173 
(Springfield, 111., to Chicago, III.) . From 
the Sprinfield, Ill., omnirange station 
via the Roberts, Ill., omnirange station; 
intersection of the Roberts omnirange 
013® True and the Chicago Midway Air¬ 
port terminal omnirange 198° True ra¬ 
dials; to the Chicago, Ill., Midway Air¬ 
port terminal omnirange station. 

27. Section 600.6174 is amended to 
read: 

§ 600.6174 VOR civil airway No. 174 
(Scotland, Ind., to Washington, D. C.). 
From the Scotland, Ind., omnirange sta¬ 
tion via the Louisville, Ky„ omnirange 
station; York, Ky.. omnirange station; 
Elkins, W. Va., omnirange station; Front 
Royal. Va., omnirange station; intersec¬ 
tion of the Front Royal omnirange 112° 
True and the Washington, D. C., termi¬ 
nal omnirange 245® True radials: to the 
Washington, D. C., terminal omnirange 
station. 

28. Section 600.6186 is added to read: 

§ 600.6186 VOR civil airway No. 186 
(St. Louis, Mo., to Scotland, Ind.). From 
the St. Louis, Mo., omnirange station via 
the Vandalia, Ill., omnirange station; in¬ 
tersection of the Vandalia omnirange 
073® True and the Scotland omnirange 
293® True radials; to the Scotland, Ind., 
omnirange station. 

29. Section 600.6172 VOR civil airway 
No. 172 (loxoa City, Ioxva, to Chicago, 111) 
is amended by deleting the words, “Polo 
omnirange 259® True radials;** and sub¬ 
stituting in lieu thereof the following 
w T ords t “Polo omnirange 269® True 
radials;** 

(Sec. 205, 52 Stat. 984, amended: 49 U. S. C. 
425. Interpret or apply sec. 302, 52 Stat. 985, 
as amended: 49 U. S. C. 452) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e. s. t., April 22, 1955. 

[seal] F. B. Lee, 

Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. 

[P. R. Doc. 55-3291: Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 

8:45 a. m.l 


(Arndt. 531 

Part 601 — Designation of Control 
Areas, Control Zones, and Reporting 
Points 

ALTERATIONS 

The control area, control zone and re¬ 
porting point alterations appearing 
hereinafter have been coordinated with 
the civil operators involved, the Army, 
the Navy and the Air Force, through the 
Air Coordinating Committee, Airspace 
Subcommittee, and are adopted to be¬ 
come effective when indicated in order 
to promote safety. Compliance with the 
notice, procedures, and effective date 
provisions of section 4 of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act would be imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to public interest 
and therefore is not required. 
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Part 601 is amended as follows: 

1. Section 601.638 is amended by 
changing caption to read: "Blue civil air¬ 
way No. 38 control areas (Five Finger, 
Alaska, to United Statcs-Canadian 
Border) ” 

2. Section 601.1241 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.1241 Control area extension 
(Tulsa, Okla.). That airspace within a 
25-mile radius of the Tulsa, Okla., radio 
range station; that airspace southwest 
of Tulsa bounded on the northwest by 
VOR civil airway No. 14, on the south¬ 
east by VOR civil airway No. 15 and on 
the southwest by VOR civil airway No. 
163; that airspace south of Tulsa 
bounded on the west and northwest by 
VOR civil airway No. 15E, on the east 
and southeast by lines 5 miles east of 
and parallel to direct lines extending 
between the Tulsa, Okla., omnirange 
station, the McAlester, Okla., omnirange 
station and the Dallas, Tex., omnirange 
station and on the south by the Sher¬ 
man, Tex., Perrin AFB control area ex¬ 
tension. 

3. Section 601.1334 is amended to 

read: 

§ 601.1334 Control area extension (Del 
Rio, Tex.). That airspace over United 
States Territory within a 25-mile radius 
of Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, 
Tex., excluding the portions which over¬ 
lap Laughlin AFB Restricted Area 
(R-427) and Del Rio Restricted Area 
(R-425). 

4. Section 601.1377 is added to read: 

§ 601.1377 Control area extension 
(Boston, Mass.). That airspace north¬ 
east of Boston within a 25-mile radius of 
the Boston radio range station bounded 
on the west by Amber civil airway No. 7, 
on the southeast by Boston control area 
extension No. 1141 and on the south by 
Red civil airway No. 11; that airspace 
southeast of Boston within a 25-mile 
radius of the Boston radio range station 
bounded on the north by Boston control 
area extension No. 1142, on the south¬ 
west by VOR civil airway No. 141 and on 
the northwest by Red civil airway No. 21. 

5. Section 601.1378 is added to read: 

§ 601.1378 Control area extension 
(Wilmington, Del.). That airspace 
within a 20-mile radius of the New 
Castle radio range station lying in the 
southeast and southwest quadrants of 
the radio range. 

6. Section 601.1379 is added to read: 

§ 601.1379 Control area extension 
< Waterloo, Iowa). That airspace within 
a 15-mile radius of the Waterloo Muni¬ 
cipal Airport. 

7. Section 601.2029 is amended to 

read: 

§ 601.2029 Fort Worth, Tex., control 
zone. All that airspace within a 5-mile 
radius of Meacham Field and within a 5- 
mile radius of Carswell AFB, within 2 
miles either side of the south course of 
the Ft. Worth radio range extending to 
the intersection of the south course of 
the Ft. Worth radio range with the west 
course of the Dallas, Tex., radio range, 
within 2 miles either side of a line bear¬ 


ing 181* True from the Carswell AFB ex¬ 
tending to a point 13 miles south of the 
Air Force Base, and the airspace 
bounded on the east by a line two miles 
east of and parallel to a direct line from 
Meacham Field through the Haslet non- 
directional radio beacon, on the north 
by Lat. 32°59'45" and on the west by a 
line 2 miles w f est of and parallel to a di¬ 
rect line from the Carswell AFB through 
the Newark nondirectional radio beacon. 

8. Section 601.2078 Vichy, Mo., control 
zone is revoked. 

9. Section 601.2082 Akron, Ohio, con¬ 
trol zone is amended by adding the fol¬ 
lowing portion to present control zone: 
"and within 2 miles either side of the 
west course of the Akron radio range ex¬ 
tending from the radio range station to 
a point 10 miles west." 

10. Section 601.2122 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.2122 Detroit, Mich., control 
zone. Within a 5-mile radius of the 
Detroit-Wayne Major Airport and 
within a 5-mile radius of the Willow Run 
Airport, within 2 miles either side of the 
front and back courses of the Willow 
Run ILS localizer extending from a point 
12 miles southwest of the Willow Run 
outer marker to a point 12 miles north¬ 
east of the Ford nondirectional radio 
beacon, within 2 miles either side of the 
front and back courses of the Wayne 
Major ILS localizer extending from a 
point 12 miles southwest of the Wayne 
Major outer marker to a point 15 V 2 miles 
northeast of the Wayne Major ILS lo¬ 
calizer, and within 2 miles either side 
of a 134° True Track extending from the 
Willow Run Airport to a point 12 miles 
southeast of the Wayne Major outer 
marker. 

11. Section 601.2147 is added to read: 

§ 601.2147 Waterloo, Iowa, control 
zone. Within a 5-mile radius of the 
Waterloo Municipal Airport and within 
2 miles either side of the 78° True, 200° 
True, 238 c True, 314° True and 356° True 
radials of the Waterloo omnirange ex¬ 
tending from the omnirange station to 
points 12 miles east, south, southwest, 
northwest and north of the omnirange 
station. 

12. Section 601.4234 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.4234 Red civil airway No. 34 
(Charleston, W. Va., to Weeksville, 
N. C.). Pulaski, Va., radio range station. 

13. Section 601.4638 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.4638 Blue civil airway No. 38 
(Five Finger, Alaska, to United States- 
Canadian Border). Five Finger, Alaska, 
nondirectional radio beacon; the inter¬ 
section of the southeast course of the 
Gustavus, Alaska, radio range and the 
northeast course of the Sitka. Alaska, 
radio range; Gustavus, Alaska, radio 
range station. 

14. Section 601.6005 is amended to 
read: 

§601.6005 VOR civil airway No. 5 
control areas (Jacksonville, Fla., to 
Cleveland. Ohio). All of VOR civil air¬ 
way No. 5 including east and west alter¬ 
nates, but excluding the airspace be¬ 


tween the main airway and its vrest 
alternate from the Alma, Ga., omnirange 
station to the Atlanta, Ga., omnirange 
station, and also excluding the airspace 
between the main airway and its east 
alternate from the Bowling Green, Ky.. 
omnirange station to the Louisville, Ky., 
omnirange station. 

15. Section 601.6016 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.6016 VOR civil airway No. 16 
control areas (Los Angeles , Cali/., to 
Boston, Mass.). All of VOR civil airway 
No. 16 including north and south alter¬ 
nates but excluding the airspace between 
the main airway and its south alternate 
from the Graham, Tenn., omnirange 
station to the Crossville, Tenn., omni¬ 
range station, and also excluding the 
airspace between the main airway and 
its north alternate from the Knoxville, 
Tenn., omnirange station to the Pulaski, 
Tenn., omnirange station. 

16. Section 601.6018 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.6018 VOR civil airway No. 18 
control areas (Dallas, Tex., to Charles¬ 
ton, S. C.). All of VOR civil airway No. 
18 including north and south alternates, 
but excluding the airspace between the 
main airway and its south alternate from 
the Anniston, Ala., omnirange station to 
the Augusta, Ga., omnirange station. 

17. Section 601.6051 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.6051 VOR civil airway No. 51 
control areas (Miami, Fla., to Chicago , 

III.). All of VOR civil airway No. 51 
including east and west alternates, but 
excluding the airspace between the main 
airway and its west alternate from the 
Alma, Ga.. omnirange station to the At¬ 
lanta, Ga., omnirange station. 

18. Section 601.6088 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.6088 VOR civil airway No. 88 
control areas (Tulsa, Okla., to Mansfield, 
Ohio). All of VOR civil airway No. 88, 
including a north alternate. 

19. Section 601.6092 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.6092 VOR civil airway No. 92 
control areas (Chicago, III., to Washing¬ 
ton, D.C.), All of VOR civil airway No. 
92. 

20. Section 601.6103 is added to read: 

§ 601.6103 VOR civil airway No. 103 
control areas (Elkins, W. Va., to Wheel¬ 
ing, W. Va.). All of VOR civil airway 
No. 103. 

21. Section 601.6107 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.6107 VOR civil airway No. 107 
control areas (Long Beach, Calif., to Red 
Bluff, Calif.). All of VOR civil airway 
No. 107. 

22. Section 601.6119 is amended to 
read: 

§ 601.6119 VOR civil airway No. 119 
control areas (Huntington, W. Va., to 
Buffalo, N. Y.). All of VOR civil airway 
No. 119. 

23. Section 601.6122 is amended to 
read: 
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These procedures shall became effec¬ 
tive on the dates indicated in Column 1 
of the procedures. 

(Sec. 205, 52 Stat. 984, as amended: 49 U. S. C. 
425. Interpret or apply sec. 601, 52 Stat. 
1007, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 551) 

[seal! P. B. Lee, 

Administrator of Civil Aeronautics . 

|F. R. Doc. 55-3168; Filed, Apr. 21. 1955; 
8:45 a. in.) 


TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VIII—Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service (Sugar), Department of 
Agriculture 

Subchapter B—Sugar Requirements and Quotas 

{Sugar Reg. 814.13, Arndt. 1] 

Part 814— Allotment of Sugar Quotas 

PUERTO RICO, 1955 

Basis and purpose. This amendment 
is issued under section 205 (a) of the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended (herein¬ 
after called the “act”), for the purpose 
of revising Sugar Regulation 814.13 (19 
F. R. 9319) which allots the 1955 sugar 
quota for Puerto Rico for consumption 
in the continental United States (in¬ 
cluding raw sugar transferred for fur¬ 
ther processing and shipment within the 
direct-consumption portion of such 
quota) and the 1955 sugar quota for local 
consumption in Puerto Rico among per¬ 
sons who process Puerto Rican sugar¬ 
cane into sugar (1) to be brought into 
the continental United States and (2) 
to be marketed for local consumption in 
Puerto Rico. 

The sugar quota for Puerto Rico for 
consumption in the continental United 
States is referred to herein as “mainland 
quota” and allotments thereof are re¬ 
ferred to as “mainland allotments.” 
The sugar quota for consumption in 
Puerto Rico and allotments thereof are 
referred to as “local quota” and “local 
allotments.” respectively. 

The purpose of the revision of Sugar 
Regulation 814.13 is to (1) increase the 
portion of the quotas allotted to proces¬ 
sors from 80 percent to 80.561 percent 
of the mainland quota and 81.740 per¬ 
cent of the local quota, pending issuance 
of an order based on final data relating 
to processings from 1954-55 crop sugar¬ 
cane, 1954 marketings and January 1. 
1955, inventories, as provided in Sugar 
Regulation 814.13; (2) revise the esti¬ 
mate of the 1954-55 crop “processings 
* * * from • * • proportionate shares” 
by Central Mercedita, Inc., to 91,521 
short tons, raw value; and, (3) increase 
the initial mainland and local allotments 
for Central Mercedita, Inc., to 51,401 and 
18,348 short tons, raw value, respectively. 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in the act and in accordance with the 
applicable rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (7 CFR 801.1 et seq.) a notice was 
published on February 11, 1955 (20 F. R. 
902), of a public hearing to be held in 
Room 124 Administration Building, U. S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D. C., on February 21, 1955. beginning 
at 10:00 a. m., e. s. t. The scope of such 
hearing was limited by the notice to the 


presentation of evidence relevant and 
pertinent to the need for an increase and 
the basis upon which the initial main¬ 
land and local allotments for Central 
Mercedita, Inc., might be increased with¬ 
out change in either the allotments es¬ 
tablished by Sugar Regulation 814.13 (19 
F. R. 9319) for other allottees or the 
formula for finally allotting the main¬ 
land and local quotas. 

The hearing was held at the place and 
time specified in the notice. 

Central Mercedita, Inc., will soon be 
forced to discontinue sugarcane process¬ 
ing operations due to inadequate storage 
facilities and the level of the allotments 
established by Sugar Regulation 814.13 
(19 F. R. 9319). Thus, in order that all 
interested persons may be afforded an 
equitable opportunity to market sugar, 
it is hereby found that due and timely 
execution of the Secretary’s functions 
imperatively and unavoidably requires 
the omission of a recommended decision, 
and that compliance with the 30-day 
effective date requirement of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 237), is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest, and consequently this order 
shall be effective when published in the 
Federal Register. 

Summary of testimony at reopened 
hearing. With respect to the need and 
the basis for increasing the initial main¬ 
land and local allotments for Central 
Mercedita, Inc., a witness for Central 
Mercedita, Inc., testified that the 1955 
crop proportionate share sugarcane of 
substantially all of the growers whose 
sugarcane was formerly processed by 
Corporacion Azucarera Sauri and Subira 
is being processed by Central Mercedita, 
Inc., and approximately 12,000 short 
tons, raw value of sugar will be produced 
from such sugarcane (R. 60, 62-68, and 
Ex. 4R); that the allotments established 
for Central Mercedita, Inc., by Sugar 
Regulation 814.13 did not take into con¬ 
sideration this additional sugar to be 
produced in 1955 from sugarcane of 
growers whose sugarcane was formerly 
ground by Corporation Azucarera Sauri 
and Subira (R. 58, Ex. 3R), and that un¬ 
less the mainland and local allotments 
for Central Mercedita, Inc., established 
by Sugar Regulation 814.13 are increased 
to take into consideration the additional 
production of approximately 12,000 tons 
of sugar from sugarcane formerly proc¬ 
essed by Corporacion Azucarera Sauri 
and Subira, it will be necessary, because 
of insufficient storage facilities, for Cen¬ 
tral Mercedita, Inc., to discontinue proc¬ 
essing operations sometime in April or 
May prior to their completion of the 
processing of the 1955 crop proportionate 
share sugarcane (R. 62, 69. 70 and 71). 

Subject to a finding of a need for in¬ 
creasing the mainland and local allot¬ 
ments established for Central Mercedita, 
Inc., by Sugar Regulation 814.13 (19 F. R. 
9319) and without change in the allot¬ 
ments established for other allottees by 
such regulation or change in the allot¬ 
ment formula on which such allotments 
were based, the Government witness pro¬ 
posed that: 

(1) The estimate of the quantity of 
sugar to be produced by Central Merce¬ 
dita, Inc., from 1954-55 crop sugarcane 


should be increased to 91,521 short tons, 
raw value, which is the total quantity 
of sugar produced from 1953-54 crop 
sugarcane by Central Mercedita, Inc., 
and Corporacion Azucarera Sauri and 
Subira; 

(2) The initial mainland and local al¬ 
lotments for Central Mercedita, Inc., 
should be increased to 51,401 and 18,348 
short tons, raw value, respectively, the 
allotments which would result by utiliz¬ 
ing the same formula as provided in 
Sugar Regulation 814.13 and by using 
91,521 short tons, raw value, as an 
estimate of processing by Central 
Mercedita. Inc., from 1954-55 crop sugar¬ 
cane; and, 

(3) The portion of the quotas to be al¬ 
lotted to processors, pending issuance of 
an order based on final data from proc¬ 
essings of 1954-55 crop sugarcane, 1954 
marketings and January 1. 1955. inven¬ 
tories as provided in Sugar Regulation 
814.13, should be increased from 80 per¬ 
cent to 80.561 percent of the mainland 
quota and 81.740 percent of the local 
quota (R. 75-77), 

The Government witness explained 
that the proposed increase in the portion 
of the mainland and local quotas to be 
allotted to processors, pending issuance 
of an order based on final data, was 
necessary to allow an increase in the 
initial allotments for Central Mercedita, 
Inc., and at the same time not disturb the 
initial allotments to other allottees under 
the regulation (R. 75). 

A witness representing all allottees ex¬ 
cept four stated that the proposal of the 
Government witness was fair, reasonable 
and in order since: (1) it would result in 
an initial allotment for Central 
Mercedita, Inc., in line with the initial 
allotments of the other allottees in rela¬ 
tion to the 1955 crop processings of Cen¬ 
tral Mercedita. Inc., and the other al¬ 
lottees; (2) it would not affect the 
preliminary allotment of any other proc¬ 
essor; and, (3) it would not affect the 
final 1955 allotment of Central Mer¬ 
cedita, Inc., or any other processor in 
Puerto Rico (R. 77-78). 

Basis for change in allotments. For 
the purpose of measuring the factors 
“prqcessings from sugarcane to which 
proportionate shares pertained” and 
“ability to market” in the formula on 
which the mainland and local allotments 
established by Sugar Regulation 814.13 
were based, each processor’s production 
of sugar from 1953-54 crop proportion¬ 
ate share sugarcane was used as an esti¬ 
mate of the production of sugar from 
1954-55 crop sugarcane by such proces¬ 
sor. Such estimate, however, did not 
take into consideration the processings 
to be undertaken in 1955 by Central 
Mercedita. Inc., from sugarcane of grow¬ 
ers whose sugarcane was formerly proc¬ 
essed by Corporacion Azucarera Sauri 
and Subira. As a result, the initial al¬ 
lotments established for Central Merce¬ 
dita, Inc., are smaller in proportion to 
the 1954-55 crop processings by that al¬ 
lottee than is the case for the other 
allottees. 

Accordingly, the sum of processings of 
sugar from 1953-54 crop sugarcane by 
Central Mercedita, Inc., and Corporacion 
Azucarera Sauri and Subira constitutes 
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a better estimate of the 1954-55 crop 
processings by Central Mercedita, Inc., 
and for the purpose of determining ini¬ 
tial allotments for that processor, this 
estimate is substituted in the allotment 
formula on which the allotments estab¬ 
lished by Sugar Regulation 814.13 are 
based. The substitution of a revised esti¬ 
mate of processings from 1954-55 crop 
sugarcane by Central Mercedita, Inc., 
would, of itself, result in larger initial 
allotments for that allottee, and would 
decrease correspondingly the initial al¬ 
lotments for all other allottees. 

To avoid decreasing the initial allot¬ 
ments of the other processors named in 
Sugar Regulation 814.13, the portion of 
the mainland and local quotas allotted 
is increased from 80 percent to 80.561 
and 81.740 percent, respectively. 

Findings and conclusions. On the 
basis of the record of the hearing I 
hereby find and conclude that: 

1. The mainland and local allotments 
established for Central Mercedita. Inc. t 
by Sugar Regulation 814.13 (19 P. R. 
9319) are based, in part, upon an es¬ 
timate of that processor's 1954-55 crop 
processings which did not take into ac¬ 
count approximately 12,000 short tons, 
raw value, of sugar to be produced in 
1955 by that processor from sugarcane 
of growers whose sugarcane was formerly 
processed by Corporacion Azucarera 
Sauri and Subira. 

2. Increases in the mainland and local 
allotments established for Central Mer¬ 
cedita. Inc., by Sugar Regulation 814.13 
(19 P. R. 9319) are necessary to afford 
that allottee an equitable opportunity to 
market sugar in an orderly manner 
within such allotments. 

3. Increases in the mainland and local 
allotments established for Central Mer¬ 
cedita, Inc., by Sugar Regulation 814.13 
(19 P. R. 9319) should be accomplished 
by utilizing in the formula provided in 
such regulation the sum of processings 
from 1953-54 crop sugarcane by Central 
Mercedita. Inc., and Corporacion Azuca¬ 
rera Sauri and Subira as the estimate of 
processings from 1954-55 crop sugarcane 
by Central Mercedita. Inc. 

4. Pending availability of final data 
with respect to 1954-55 crop processings, 
1954 marketings and January 1,1955. in¬ 
ventories, 80.561 percent and 81.740 per¬ 
cent. respectively, of the mainland and 
local quotas should be allotted in order 
that the mainland and local allotments 
established by Sugar Regulation 814.13 
(19 P. R. 9319) for Central Mercedita. 
Inc., may be increased and the allotments 
for other allottees under such regulation 
may remain unchanged. 

5. Allotments established in the fore¬ 
going manner and in the amounts set 
forth in the order provide a fair, efficient 
and equitable distribution of the quotas 
as required by section 205 (a) of the act. 

Order. Pursuant to the authority 
vested in the Secretary of Agriculture by 
section 205 (a) of the act, paragraph (a) 
of § 814.13 is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 814.13 Allotment of 1955 sugar quo- 
few for Puerto Rico —(a) Allotments. 
The 1955 sugar quota for Puerto Rico 
for consumption in the continental 
United States (including raw sugar to be 


further processed and marketed within 
the direct-consumption portion of such 
quota) and the 1955 sugar quota, for 
local consumption in Puerto Rico, are 
hereby allotted, to the extent shown in 
this section, to the following processors 
in amounts which appear in columns 
(1) and (2) opposite their respective 
names: 

[Short tons, raw value] 


0 ) 


( 2 ) 


Mainland 


Mainland Local 
allotment allotment 


Antonio Itoijr, Suresores, S. en C.. 
Arturo Lluboras (Estate oO y So- 

brinos. 

Asociacion Asacarera Cooperative 
Central Apuirre Sugar Co., a trust. 

Central Coloso, Inc. 

Central Eureka, Inc. 

Central Ouamani, Inc.. 

Central rgualdad. Inc.. 

Central Juanita. Inc. 

Central Mercedita, Inc. 

Central Monserratc, Inc. 

Central San Vicente.. 

Com pania Azucarera del Ciunuy, 

Inc. 

Com pania Azucarera del Ton. 

Cooperative Azucarera Los Canos. 
Corporacion Azucarera Sauri A 
Subira... 


21,355 

17,732 

4,827 

1,279 

27,331 

90 

88,482 

1,282 

45, 897 

436 

32,365 

621 

8,701 

1,061 

21,107 

13,702 

33,511 

1,816 

61,401 

18, 348 

21,576 

87 

63,587 

105 

11,892 


28,467 


31,567 


1.699 



Eastern Sugar Associates, a trust.. 

Fajardo Sugar Co. 

Land Authority of Puerto Rico... 

Mario Mercado c Ilijos.. 

Mayaguez Sugar Co., luc. 

Plasta Sugar Co.. 

Seller Sugar Co... 

South Porto Rico Sugar Co. of 

Puerto Rico__ 

All other persons. 


84.660 
90,734 
57,490 
27,441 
8,212 
42.232 
10,290 

65,238 


Subtotal 

Unallotted.... 


870,002 
209,938 


Total 


1,080,000 


11,634 


451 

118 

228 


12,850 


81,740 

18,200 


100,000 


(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U. S. C. 1153. Inter¬ 
prets or applies sec. 205, 61 Stat. 920; 7 
U. S. C. 1115) 

Done at Washington, D. C., this 19th 
day of April 1955. Witness my hand 
and the seal of the Department of Agri¬ 
culture. 

[seal] True D. Morse, 

Acting Secretary of Agriculture. 

(P. R. Doc. 55-3309; Piled, Apr. 21, 1955; 
8:50 a. m.] 


TITLE 21— FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare 

Part 3— Statements of General Policy 
or Interpretation 

USE OF VEGETABLE FAT IN PRODUCTS WHICH 
ARE IMITATIONS OF ICE CREAM 

Under the authority vested in the Sec¬ 
retary of Health. Education, and Welfare 
by the provisions of the Federal Food. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 701, 52 
Stat. 1055; 21 U. S. C. 371) and delegated 
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
by the Secretary (20 F. R. 1996), and 
pursuant to the provisions of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act (sec. 3, 60 Stat. 
237, 238; 5 U. S. C. 1002), the statement 
of interpretation contained in § 3.18 
Use of vegetable fat in ice cream . pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of April 
13. 1950 (15 F. R. 2082) is hereby re¬ 
voked, and the following statement of 
interpretation is hereby issued: 


5 3.39 Use of vegetable fat in prod¬ 
ucts which are imitations of ice cream. 
There is currently being marketed in 
interstate commerce a frozen product 
made in semblance of ice cream, but con¬ 
taining vegetable fats in complete or 
partial substitution for milk fat. In 
some cases the product is marketed 
under a fanciful designation. Such a 
product is now regarded as an imitation 
of ice cream, and thus amenable to the 
provision of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act requiring the label to bear 
the name “Imitation Ice Cream/* with 
all these words in type of uniform size 
and prominence, regardless of whether 
a fanciful designation is used. 

(Sec. 701. 52 Stat. 1055; 21 XT. S. C. 371. 
Interprets or applies secs. 402, 403 ; 52 Stat. 
1047; 21 U. S. C. 342. 343) 

Dated: April 18, 1955. 

[seal] Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

[F. R. Doc. 55-3298; Filed, Apr. 21. 1955; 
8:47 a. m.| 


TITLE 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

[Circular 19061 

Part 200— Mineral Deposits in Acquired 
Lands and Under Rights-of-Way 

Paragraph (b) of § 200.7 Is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 200.7 Leases of future or fractional 
interests. • • • 

(b) Offers to lease and leases covering 
future interests in oil and gas deposits. 
A noncompetitive lease for a whole or 
fractional future interest will be issued 
only to an offeror who owns all or sub¬ 
stantially all of the present operating 
rights to the minerals in the lands in the 
offer as mineral fee owner, as lessee or 
as an operator holding such rights. 
There is no required form for an appli¬ 
cation or offer to lease such whole or 
fractional future interest. The applica¬ 
tion or offer therefor should, however, 
to the extent applicable, conform to and 
include the information required by 
§§ 200.3, 200.4, 200.5 and must be accom¬ 
panied by a certified abstract of title 
containing record evidence of the crea¬ 
tion of. and offeror's right to the claimed 
mineral interest. If the offeror acquired 
the operating rights under a lease or 
contract, the offer shall also be accom¬ 
panied by three copies of such lease or 
contract. In lieu of an abstract, a cer¬ 
tificate of title may be furnished. A 
future interest offer may include tracts 
in which the United States owns a frac¬ 
tional present interest as well as the 
future interest for which a lease is 
sought, but it shall not include tracts 
where the United States owns the entire 
mineral interest at the time the offer is 
made. Future interest leases will become 
effective on the date when the United 
States becomes vested with the mineral 
rights as stated in the lease. Where the 
effective dates of the vesting of the 
Government's title to the minerals are 
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different for different tracts, separate 
leases covering each of such different 
tracts will be issued. 

(Sec. 10, 61 Stat. 915; 30 U. S. C. 359) 

Douglas McKay, 
Secretary of the Interior . 

April 15, 1955. 

(F. R. Doc. 65-3294; Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 
8:46 a. m.J 


PROPOSED 
RULE MAKING 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 927 ] 

[Docket No. AO-71-A-29) 

Handling of Milk in the New York 

Metropolitan Milk Marketing Area 

DECISION WITH RESPECT TO PROPOSED 

AMENDMENT OF TENTATIVE AGREEMENT 

AND THE ORDER, AS AMENDED 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, as amended, governing the 
formulation of marketi ng a greements 
and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900), 
a public hearing was held at New York, 
New York, on February 21 and on March 
17, 1955, and at Syracuse, New York, 
during the period February 23-March 15, 
1955. pursuant to notice thereof issued 
on February 14, 1955, and published in 
the Federal Reglster on February 17, 
1955 (20 F. R. 1016). 

The material issues of record are con¬ 
cerned with: 

1. The pricing of Class I-A milk; 

2. The pricing of Class HI milk; 

3. The need for prompt action necessi¬ 
tating omission of a recommended deci¬ 
sion and opportunity for exceptions 
with respect to issues 1 and 2; and 

4. The classification of milk used in 
the manufacture of Italian soft cheeses 
at plants in the marketing area. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on is¬ 
sues 1. 2, and 3 are based upon the 
evidence in the record of the hearing. 
Findings and conclusions on issue No. 4 
are being deferred for inclusion in a 
separate recommended decision at a later 
date. 

Issue No. 1. The hearing was called 
following the submission of petitions by 
producer organizations to consider revi¬ 
sion of the present provisions of the order 
for the pricing of Class I-A milk, and of 
petitions by handlers relative to the pric¬ 
ing of Class HI milk. The specific pro¬ 
posals considered at the hearing relative 
to Class I-A milk were designed to result 
in the establishment of prices for Class 
I-A milk averaging on an annual basis 
approximately $6.00 per hundredweight 
either by (1) fixing a $6.00 Class I-A 
price subject to seasonal variation similar 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

to that now provided, or (2) by continu¬ 
ing the present pricing formula but with 
operation of the utilization adjustment 
factor eliminated. 

In support of these proposals a great 
deal of emphasis was placed upon the 
“cost-price squeeze 0 in which producers 
were reported to find themselves. This 
difficulty was reported to be the result 
primarily of a decline during the past two 
or three years in the uniform price re¬ 
ceived by producers for milk without a 
corresponding reduction in the costs of 
producing milk. The average of monthly 
uniform prices declined from $4.64 in 
1952 to $4.22 in 1953 and to $4.00 in 1954. 
The index of costs of production as 
presently calculated and published pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the order was 
approximately the same in January 1955 
as in January 1952. This index in¬ 
creased from 111 (1948 equals 100) in 
January 1952 to a high of 115 in Decem¬ 
ber 1952 and has since the middle of 1953 
leveled off at about 110 in recent months. 

Testimony presented indicates that 
producers are experiencing considerable 
difficulty in meeting operating expenses. 
Farm machinery and implement dealers 
reported an increasing difficulty experi¬ 
enced by farmers in paying for supplies, 
equipment and machinery. Feed deal¬ 
ers reported an increase in the volume 
of accounts receivable for feed purchases. 
Representatives of banks and other lend¬ 
ing agencies reported an increasing de¬ 
mand among milk producers for produc¬ 
tion credit and for refinancing and the 
conversion of short term loans to longer 
term financing arrangements. Produc¬ 
ers experiencing the most difficulty ap¬ 
pear to be those w f ho invested in dairy 
farms and production equipment at rela¬ 
tively high prices during a period of 
several years prior to 1952. The average 
net income of dairy farmers in the milk- 
shed has declined materially during the 
past two years. 

The decline of 64 cents per hundred¬ 
weight in the return to producers (uni¬ 
form price) during the past two years 
is the result of a combination of factors. 
The principal factors are (1) declining 
Class I-A prices (from an average of 
$5.50 in 1952 to $5.13 in 1954), (2) lower 
Class in prices (averaging $3.68 in 1952 
and $2.93 in 1954), and (3) the utiliza¬ 
tion in Class III of a larger percentage 
of the total volume of pool milk together 
with a correspondingly smaller percent¬ 
age utilization in Class I-A. The per¬ 
centage of pool milk in Class I-A de¬ 
clined from 43.9 in 1952 to 40.3 in 1954, 
while the percentage of pool milk uti¬ 
lized in Class III increased from 40 in 
1952 to 44.9 in 1954. Roughly, three 
quarters of the decline in the uniform 
price reflects the impact of factors other 
than the reduction in the Class I-A 
price. 

The above enumerated factors con¬ 
tributing to the decline in the uniform 
price, except the lower level of the Class 
III price, are directly associated with, 
or attributable to, the increased volume 
of pool milk. The reduction from 1952 
to 1954 in the Class in price reflects 
the generally lower level of the value 
of milk for use in manufactured dairy 
products. Comparable reductions from 


1952 to 1954 occurred in the United 
States average price paid for milk for 
manufacturing and in the Midwest con- 
densery price. From 1952 to 1954 the 
total volume of pool milk increased from 
7,118 million pounds to 7,765 million 
pounds, an increase of about 9 percent. 
During the same period Class I-A sales, 
and total fluid milk sales including 
Classes I-B and I-C, increased only 
slightly with the results that, (1) the 
increased volume of pool milk in excess 
of fluid milk sales was reflected in a 
lower Class I-A price, and (2) virtually 
all of the additional volume of pool milk 
in 1954 went into Class III and at a price 
substantially lower than in 1952. 

In considering proposals to increase 
Class I-A prices, it is necessary, of 
course, to consider the purposes or ob¬ 
jectives properly sought to be accom¬ 
plished in the process of fixing Class 
I-A prices under the order. The Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended, pursuant to which 
minimum prices are established under 
the order, authorizes the Secretary of 
Agriculture to fix such prices as he finds 
will reflect the price of feeds, the avail¬ 
able supply of feeds, and other economic 
conditions wdiich affect market supply 
and demand for milk in the marketing 
area, insure a sufficient quantity of pure 
and wholesome milk, and be in the pub¬ 
lic interest. Prices established under 
the order must conform to these 
standards. 

It seems appropriate in considering the 
issues presented at this hearing, involv¬ 
ing an appraisal of Class I-A prices es¬ 
tablished under existing provisions of the 
order, to recall findings with reference to 
proper objectives in the pricing of Class 
I-A milk which were made in the deci¬ 
sion of the Secretary of Agriculture is¬ 
sued on February 3, 1950 (15 F. R. 706 > 
on the basis of which the present Class 
I-A pricing formula was adopted. It w r as 
stated in that decision that: “The ob¬ 
jective in pricing Class I-A milk, from 
what appears to be a purely economic 
standpoint as expressed in general terms 
by the New York Milkshed Price Com¬ 
mittee, is to keep the price so adjusted 
that a sufficient supply of Class I milk 
will be available at all times to meet the 
demand without the occurrence of trou¬ 
blesome surpluses, and more specifically: 

“1. To obtain an adequate supply of 
approved milk so that consumer demand 
will be fully met at all times without 
having more milk than is needed for 
fluid use and necessary reserves to allow 
for seasonal and short-time variations 
in production and consumption. The 
price should not be high enough to stim¬ 
ulate production to the point where pro¬ 
duction controls appear necessary. 
Monthly prices should be adjusted in 
such a manner that they contribute to¬ 
ward a desirable seasonal pattern of 
production. 

“2. To hold the consumption of fluid 
milk within the limits of available sup¬ 
plies without the necessity of consumer 
rationing or administrative direction of 
the flow of milk to various trade outlets, 
except in emergencies caused by unusual 
weather, transportation tie-ups, strikes, 
and the like/* 
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It was further found in that decision 
that: “No particular inconsistency is 
apparent between the above-quoted ob¬ 
jective and the standards prescribed in 
the act. Both seem to indicate that 
economic conditions affecting the supply 
of and demand for milk are of primary 
importance in establishing the price of 
Class I-A milk, and that the primary 
purpose of a Class I-A pricing provision 
should be to produce a price which will 
maintain an economic balance between 
the supply of milk and the demand for 
it. Proposed Class I-A pricing provi¬ 
sions having as their objective such 
things as the maintenance of a price at 
certain levels in relation to a computed 
cost of production without regard to 
whether or not such price results in the 
maintenance of balance between the 
supply of and demand for milk, or such 
things as a price low enough to enable 
all consumers to buy as much milk as it 
would be nutritionally desirable for 
them to have without regard to whether 
or not enough milk would be produced 
at that price, are inconsistent with the 
standards prescribed by the act and with 
sound economic objectives. Pricing 
proposals with such objectives, conse¬ 
quently, cannot be adopted. Proper 
prices for Class I-A milk may be ex¬ 
pected to contribute to the welfare of 
producers and consumers but cannot be 
expected, in and of themselves, to con¬ 
stitute a complete solution of all of the 
economic and social problems with 
which producers and consumers may be 
confronted." 

These findings are confirmed on the 
basis of evidence in this record. There 
is no basis for finding that the objectives 
sought to be accomplished have changed. 
Fundamentally, the question now pre¬ 
sented is whether or not present pro¬ 
visions of the order have operated and 
are continuing to operate so as to yield 
Class I-A prices which meet the pre¬ 
scribed standards and objectives. 

The evidence is clear that the supply 
of pool milk has been adequate to meet 
market requirements at all times since 
the present order provisions for the pric¬ 
ing of Class I-A milk became effective in 
August 1950. In terms of annual aver¬ 
ages the percentages of pool milk utilized 
in Class I (A, B and C) for the years 1951 
through 1954 were 52.3, 51.4, 43.6, and 
47.3. respectively. In the month of No¬ 
vember, normally the month of smallest 
supply, the volume of pool milk appears 
not only to have been ample during the 
past several years, but has been rela¬ 
tively large in comparison with short 
season supplies during the years 1943 to 
1948. Milk utilized in fluid form, to¬ 
gether with milk used for fluid cream 
for the marketing area (also required 
by health authorities to come from ap¬ 
proved sources), accounted for less than 
75 percent of the November supply of 
pool milk in each of the last three years. 
These same uses accounted for about 97 
percent of the November supply of pool 
milk in each of the years 1945, 1946 and 
1947. Some procurement problems ap¬ 
pear to have been experienced during 
short seasons when more than around 
90 percent of the pool supply on a 
monthly basis w r as used for fluid milk 
and Class II cream. Even though the 


market was characterized as “short" at 
times when reserve supplies were con¬ 
siderably less than 10 percent, at no time 
was it necessary to bring in milk from 
outside the regular supply area for use as 
fluid milk or cream. 

During the last three years when the 
trend has been for the volume of pool 
milk to increase in relation to market 
requirements for fluid use, the order 
provisions have operated to reduce the 
Class I-A price. Annual averages of 
monthly Class I-A prices declined from 
$5.64 in 1951 to $5.50, $5.23 and $5.13. re¬ 
spectively. in 1952, 1953 and 1954. It is 
apparent that Class I-A prices had to 
come down under the conditions pre¬ 
vailing consistent with accepted stand¬ 
ards and objectives in pricing Class I-A 
milk. 

Accompanying the increasing volume 
of pool milk during recent years has been 
a shift in the seasonal pattern of receipts. 
There has been a tendency for receipts 
of pool milk to increase less during the 
months of July, August and September 
than in other months. This is particu¬ 
larly apparent for the month of August. 
There has been a shift toward less milk 
in August relative to November. In 1950 
and 1951, the decrease in the volume of 
pool milk from August to November aver¬ 
aged about 20 percent, while in the years 
1952, 1953 and 1954 decreases from 
August to November were 15, 11, and 7 
percent, respectively. Receipts of pool 
milk in August 1954 were actually 3.6 per¬ 
cent lower than in August 1953 and lower 
than any August since 1951. To some 
extent this shift in the seasonal pattern 
of supply, together with a seasonal in¬ 
crease in a demand for fluid milk, fluid 
cream and ice cream during summer 
months, has resulted in a relatively 
shorter supply situation during the 
month of August. On a monthly basis, 
however, only about 65 percent of the 
total volume of pool milk was used for 
fluid milk and Class II cream in August 
1954; whereas, in November 1954 about 
70 percent of all pool milk was so utilized. 
The desirability of revision in the 
seasonal adjustment factors now used in 
the Class I-A pricing formula was not 
sufficiently explored at this hearing, 
however, to justify a change. Likewise, 
the proposal 'made at the hearing by 
handlers for reducing the number of 
changes per year in the seasonal factors, 
thus permitting fewer changes in the 
street price, should not be adopted at 
this time. Before such a change is made 
for the purpose indicated it should be 
further considered at another hearing 
together with further consideration of 
desirable changes from the standpoint of 
influence on the production pattern. 

Price reductions during recent years 
have not been confined to the New York 
Class I-A and uniform prices for milk. 
The Class I-A price dropped 27 cents 
per hundredweight from 1952 to 1953 
and 10 cents from 1953 to 1954. The 
Boston Class I price dropped 53 cents 
and 3 cents, respectively, in the two 
years. The Philadelphia Class I price 
dropped 27 cents in each of the two years 
and the Connecticut Class I price 
dropped 33 cents from 1952 to 1953 and 
22 cents from 1953 to 1954. In Chicago, 
the largest market in the Midwest, the 


Class I-A price dropped 65 cents per 
hundredweight from 1952 to 1953 and 43 
cents from 1953 to 1954. Thus, the de¬ 
clines in the New York Class I-A price 
do not appear excessive in relation to 
reductions in fluid milk prices in other 
large markets in the Northeast or in 
the Midwest. In Buffalo and Rochester, 
on the other hand, there was little 
change in the Class I price from 1952 
to 1954. Nor have the New York Class 
I-A price changes been unfavorable as 
compared with the Midwest condensery 
price. The margin of the New York 
price over the condensery price increased 
from $1.72 per hundredweight in 1952 
to $2.13 in 1954. In the years 1950, 
1951, and 1953, the margin was about 
$ 2 . 00 . 

From 1951 to 1954, the changes in the 
New York uniform price and the changes 
in the United States average price re¬ 
ceived by farmers for all milk at whole¬ 
sale have been almost identical. Also, 
changes in the uniform price have not 
been unfavorable as compared with the 
changes in prices paid to farmers for 
all products. From December 1950 to 
December 1954, the uniform price 
chopped 10.6 percent and all prices re¬ 
ceived by farmers dropped 17.3 percent. 
From December 1953 to December 1954, 
the uniform price decreased 3.7 per¬ 
cent and all prices received by farmers 
decreased by 5.9 percent. Clearly, the 
problem of declining farm prices is not 
peculiar to New York marketing area 
milk, nor have the declines in the price 
of milk under the New York order been 
out of line with declines in other areas 
or for other farm products. 

Proponents of higher Class I-A prices 
urged elimination of the utilization ad¬ 
justment percentage in the present 
formula for establishing the price of 
Class I-A milk. This is the factor in the 
formula primarily responsible for the re¬ 
ductions in the Class I-A price which 
have occurred since the formula became 
effective. This factor has operated to 
reduce the Class I-A price because of the 
increasing supply of pool milk relative to 
fluid milk sales. There has been rela¬ 
tively little change in the total volume of 
fluid milk sales (Classes I-A, I-B, and 
I-C) during the past 4 years. Declining 
per capita consumption of fluid milk in 
the marketing area has about offset in¬ 
creases in population. In addition, some 
reduction in fluid milk sales outside the 
marketing area appears to have resulted 
from an increase in production for sur¬ 
rounding markets and from increasing 
the price for such milk from the I-C to 
the I-A level effective February 1. 1954. 
On the supply side, the increase in the 
volume of pool milk is attributed both to 
consistently increasing production per 
farm and to some extent to the admission 
into the pool of milk from plants and 
producers formerly supplying other 
markets. Daily deliveries of milk per 
farm have increased quite steadily for 
the past 15 years; increasing from 269 
pounds in 1940 to 424 pounds in 1954, an 
increase of 58 percent. The increase 
from 1950 to 1954 was about 13 percent. 
Evidence in the record appears to indi¬ 
cate that a portion of the increase in the 
volume of pool milk which has occurred 
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since 1948 is the result of the entry of new 
plants and producers into the pool. 

Reasons advanced for elimination of 
the utilization adjustment factor are 
that it has not accomplished the objec¬ 
tives intended or contemplated, and that 
it cannot be expected to operate prop¬ 
erly. Concerning the intended purpose 
of the utilization adjustment percentage, 
reference is made to the decision of Feb¬ 
ruary 3, 1950, on the basis of which the 
present Class I-A pricing formula was 
adopted. In that decision it was found 
the supply of milk for the market was 
affected by various enumerated factors, 
and because of practical difficulties en¬ 
countered in providing a means by 
which each such factor could be reflected 
individually, it was concluded that pro¬ 
spective supplies could be more accu¬ 
rately predicted by extending current 
trends in actual supply. Likewise, it was 
found that similar difficulties were 
involved in attempting to forecast con¬ 
sumption directly on the basis of numer¬ 
ous factors causing changes in the 
consumption of milk. Accordingly, the 
utilization adjustment factor in the for¬ 
mula was adopted to reflect both supply 
and demand conditions, or the balance 
between them. Simply stated, the uti¬ 
lization adjustment percentage was 
adopted as one factor in a pricing for¬ 
mula which, in its overall operation, was 
designed to bring about automatic 
changes in the Class I-A price in re¬ 
sponse to economic conditions which 
should cause the Class I-A price to 
change. The formula was designed to 
operate so that an increase in supply 
relative to demand would be reflected as 
a price depressing force and so that an 
increase in demand in relation to supply 
would be reflected as a price raising 
force. 

The thing that has happened is that 
the utilization adjustment factor in the 
formula has operated to bring the Class 
I-A price down as the supply of pool milk 
has increased relative to fluid milk sales. 
In that respect, it appears that the fac¬ 
tor has done substantially what it was 
designed to do. That being the case, it 
seems to follow that the real basis of 
proposals to eliminate the utilization ad¬ 
justment percentage must be that it is 
now believed to be wrong in basic prin¬ 
ciple and design; that is, that the for¬ 
mula should not operate to change the 
Class I-A price as the supply of pool milk 
in relation to fluid milk sales changes. 

In support of the proposition that the 
Class I-A price should not have been re¬ 
duced as the supply of pool milk relative 
to fluid sales has increased, the point 
was made that the contemplated and de¬ 
sirable balance between supply and sales 
has not been achieved; specifically that 
reductions in the Class I-A and uniform 
prices have neither deterred production 
nor stimulated consumption sufficiently 
to have brought about the desired 
balance. Arguments were advanced to 
the effect that the reaction of producers 
to price reductions has been to increase 
production, rather than to reduce it, and 
thus, that the formula not only has 
failed in its purpose but has worked in 
reverse on the supply side by contribut¬ 
ing to, rather than relieving, the over¬ 
supply situation. It was contended that 
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the utilization adjustment factor in the 
formula has not worked on the demand 
side because reductions in the Class I-A 
price have not been accompanied by 
lower consumer prices for milk. 

It is recognized, of course, that Class 
I-A price reductions have not brought 
about corresponding reductions in the 
volume of pool milk. It is also recog¬ 
nized that the supply of pool milk is 
affected not only by changes in the price 
but also by numerous other factors in¬ 
cluding weather conditions, crop yields, 
quality of crops, relative prices of other 
farm products, alternative opportuni¬ 
ties, inter-market shifts of plants and 
producers, the quality of cows, the num¬ 
ber of cows, and numerous technological 
changes in dairy fanning. Operating 
in conjunction with other factors are 
continuing efforts, probably accentuated 
during periods of low prices, to improve 
efficiency in milk production. Such ef¬ 
forts have brought a continuing trend in 
the milkshed toward more milk per cow, 
fewer but larger farms and more milk 
per farm. Because all such factors op¬ 
erate simultaneously, it is extremely dif¬ 
ficult to measure the precise effect 
which a change in any one factor has 
upon production. The production re¬ 
sponse to changes in price is likely to be 
obscured by other factors. It is not to 
be expected that, except by coincidence, 
the supply of pool milk would change 
promptly and in direct proportion to 
changes in the Class I-A or uniform 
price. Because of the nature of the 
dairy enterprise it is not reasonable to 
expect that each producer will respond 
in the same way or at the same time to a 
change in price. Some producers may 
actually increase production in response 
to a lower price while others may find it 
impossible to do so particularly over ex¬ 
tended periods. With low milk prices 
relative to production costs there ap¬ 
pears to be a tendency, as would be 
expected, for some dairymen to forego 
the raising of calves and to employ all 
available feed and labor in a way to 
bring immediate return. Such re¬ 
sponses may tend for a time to retard or 
delay the ultimate effect of reduced 
prices on production, but eventually tend 
to be offset by such factors as fewer 
cows, reduced feeding, impairment of 
production facilities and the withdrawal 
and withholding of capital. 

Concerning the argument that the 
utilization adjustment factor has not 
operated on the demand side because the 
reductions in the Class I-A price have 
not been passed on to the consumers, it 
must be recognized that the Class I-A 
price is only one factor affecting the con¬ 
sumer price. The fact that the con¬ 
sumer price has not declined in line with 
the Class I-A price does not mean that 
reductions in the Class I-A price have 
not been reflected in the consumer price. 

Another reason advanced for elimina¬ 
tion of the utilization adjustment per¬ 
centage is that it improperly reflects that 
portion of the supply of pool milk result¬ 
ing from the addition of new plants and 
producers to the pool. This milk was 
characterized as representing the surplus 
of surrounding markets which has been 
attracted to the New York pool in the 
absence of marketwide pooling in such 


markets as Northern New Jersey, Phila¬ 
delphia, Connecticut, and numerous 
other markets in the States of Pennsyl¬ 
vania and New York. As previously in¬ 
dicated. the shift of plants into the pool 
since 1948 accounts for a portion of the 
increase in the volume of pool milk. 

There appears to be considerable 
doubt, however, that the exclusion of 
such new plants from the pool (assuming 
its effective accomplishment) would re¬ 
duce the volume of pool milk by an 
equivalent amount over an extended pe¬ 
riod of time. In contrast with the New 
York market, the market pools of Roch¬ 
ester and Buffalo have not experienced 
the addition of new plants and producers 
to any significant extent over a period 
of 14 years. Nevertheless, in the latter 
markets there has been an increase in 
volume of pool milk relative to market 
requirements for fluid milk and cream 
similar to the increase in the New York 
market. In the period 1940-1942, 61.3 
percent of New York pool milk was uti¬ 
lized for fluid milk and Class II cream. 
Corresponding percentages for Rochester 
and Buffalo during the same period were 
72.6 and 67.4, respectively. Approxi¬ 
mately 10 years later, during the period 
1950-1954, fluid use in Rochester and 
Buffalo accounted for 58.2 and 60 per¬ 
cent, respectively, of the pool milk com¬ 
pared to 57.2 percent in New York. This 
similar trend toward an increasing vol¬ 
ume of pool milk in excess of fluid re¬ 
quirements has occurred in the upstate 
markets in spite of the fact that between 
the two periods indicated (1940-1942 to 
1950-1954) there was a much larger in¬ 
crease than in New York in the quantity 
of milk utilized for fluid milk and cream. 
In Rochester and Buffalo the percentage 
increases were 29 and 54 percent, re¬ 
spectively. compared with an increase of 
14 percent in the New York market. 

It is concluded that the entry of new 
plants and producers into the New York 
pool has contributed to the increased 
volume of pool milk, but that its impact 
upon the Class I-A and uniform prices 
is not susceptible of precise calculation. 
It must be concluded that inter-market 
shifts of plants and producers is a factor 
affecting the supply of pool milk, and to 
the extent to which it does occur, is a 
factor which, consistent with the pricing 
standards of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act. must be reflected in the 
Class I-A price. Otherwise, the level of 
the Class I-A price itself would tend to 
aggravate, rather than correct, the 
effects of such shifts on the supply of 
pool milk. While the recent trend in 
inter-market shifts has been for addi¬ 
tional milk to enter the pool, subsequent 
shifts may be in the opposite direction. 

In addition to the alleged basic de¬ 
fects in operation of the utilization per¬ 
centage, it was contended at the hearing 
that the present Class I-A price formula 
is mechanically defective with regard to 
the statistical method employed to ad¬ 
just current utilization for the season¬ 
ality, and in that failure to reflect the 
amount of money paid for milk by con¬ 
sumers results in giving insufficient 
weight to changes in demand. Refer¬ 
ence to such minor defects was not ac¬ 
companied by proposed corrective meas¬ 
ures but was in support of the proposal 
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for complete abandonment of the pres¬ 
ent formula. This record provides no 
basis for revision of the formula to cor¬ 
rect such alleged mechanical defects. 
Furthermore, they do not appear to have 
been of sufficient significance to have 
precluded the effective operation of the 
formula. 

There appears to be Indications that 
certain important factors affecting the 
prospective supply of pool milk are be¬ 
ginning to operate in the direction of a 
reduction in supply. Competition in 
dairy farming has become intensified. 
Conditions have become less favorable 
for the entry of new capital and for the 
maintenance and expansion of produc¬ 
tion facilities. During the period of 
rapidly increasing cow prices prior to 
1952, the raising of heifer calves appears 
to have been stimulated to the point that 
the number of milk cows increased rather 
significantly through 1954. Since the 
Spring of 1952, however, the price of 
dairy cows has declined materially, and 
the number of heifer calves in the State 
of New York on January 1, 1955 was 4 
percent smaller than a year earlier, and 
9 percent smaller than on the same date 
in 1953. The rate of culling dairy cows 
during 1954 was higher than in 1953 and 
the third highest since 1923. These fac¬ 
tors indicate a prospective leveling off or 
decline in cow numbers during 1955 and 
1956. 

Other factors appear to be operating 
to bring the supply of pool milk and fluid 
sales into better balance. Sales of fluid 
milk in the market during recent months 
have shown moderate increases over the 
same month a year ago. This improved 
relationship has resulted in an improve¬ 
ment over a year ago in the utilization 
adjustment percentage, and has pro¬ 
duced Class I-A prices higher than a 
year earlier during each of the months of 
February, March and April of 1955. 

Numerous references were made at 
the hearing to other means of alleviat¬ 
ing some of the conditions sought to be 
corrected by proposals to increase the 
level of the Class I-A price. Such other 
measures included the recommendations 
of the Case Committee and other sugges¬ 
tions which in substance involve (1) 
more effective regulation of supplies for 
surrounding markets with particular re¬ 
gard to the pricing and pooling arrange¬ 
ments, (2) a possible tightening of order 
provisions relating to the entry into the 
New York pool of new plants and pro¬ 
ducers, (3) added incentives for more 
uniform seasonal production by means 
of a base-rating plan, (4) revision of 
location differentials in line with trans¬ 
portation costs, (5) increasing returns 
on fluid milk sales outside the marketing 
area, and (6) increasing returns on milk 
utilized in Class III. 

Action on these matters is not within 
the scope of this hearing except as to the 
pricing of Class III milk. Accordingly, 
they are considered as pertinent only in 
relation to the question of what changes, 
if any, should be made at this time in 
provisions of the order for the pricing 
of Class I-A milk. There appears to be 
considerable merit in suggestions made 
to the effect that some or all of these 
proposals offer a more effective and ap- 
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propriate approach to some of the prob¬ 
lems being experienced by producers 
than are proposals for substantial in¬ 
creases in the level of the Class I-A price. 

There was considerable debate at the 
hearing over the probable impact of 
substantially higher Class I-A prices on 
the consumption of fluid milk. There 
is no basis for finding that higher Class 
I-A prices would not be reflected in 
higher consumer prices. While there 
is evidence to indicate that the demand 
for fluid milk, at least in the short run, 
is relatively inelastic, it appears reason¬ 
ably certain that the price at which milk 
is available to consumers is an important 
factor affecting the quantity sold over 
longer periods of time. Consumer 
prices for milk are now relatively high 
and have tended to increase recently 
relative to other foods including other 
dairy products. It was indicated that a 
further widening of the spread between 
retail milk prices and the price of substi¬ 
tute dairy products, such as quickly sol¬ 
uble nonfat dry milk, would involve a 
real risk of substitution in substantial 
quantity. Aside from other aspects of 
the problem and the question of compli¬ 
ance with other prescribed pricing 
standards, it cannot be found that sub¬ 
stantially higher Class I-A prices would 
be in the public interest generally or in 
the long-time interest of producers. 
The probable unfavorable effect on 
fluid milk sales and a further aggrava¬ 
tion of the problem of relatively large 
supplies of pool milk which probably 
would result, both appear to be contrary 
to the long-time interests of producers 
as well as consumers. 

As was the case at the hearing on the 
basis of which the present Class I-A 
pricing formula was adopted, the ques¬ 
tion was presented at the hearing as to 
whether the order should contain any 
formula for the pricing of Class I-A milk 
or whether Class I-A prices should be 
established exclusively by the public 
hearing and amendment procedure. 
In this connection, evidence in the rec¬ 
ord substantiates the conclusion (pre¬ 
viously reached in the decision of Feb¬ 
ruary 3, 1950) that the advantages of a 
formula out-weigh the disadvantages, 
and that the provisions of the order 
should include a formula as a means of 
bringing about timely changes in price 
as changes occur in conditions known to 
be of importance in determining the 
Class I-A price. 

As previously indicated, there are in¬ 
dications that forces are at work tending 
toward a more favorable relationship 
between the supply of pool milk and fluid 
sales in the market. It seems probable 
that the declines in the Class I-A price 
which have already occurred are suffi¬ 
cient to bring about a better balance be¬ 
tween supply and demand in the market. 
Also as previously indicated, this im¬ 
proved relationship to some extent is 
already being reflected in Class I-A 
prices slightly higher than at the same 
time a year ago. A tendency for the 
supply of pool milk to decline during the 
months of July, August and September 
relative to other months has also been 
noted previously. In view of these con¬ 
siderations, it is concluded that the or¬ 
der should be amended to provide for a 


Class I-A price of not less than $4.75 
per hundredweight during the months 
of May through September 1955. It is 
concluded however that, except for this 
temporary adjustment, the present 
pricing formula has operated, and is 
continuing to operate, to produce 
changes in the Class I-A price in ac¬ 
cordance with the prescribed pricing 
standards, and accordingly, that it 
should be retained in the order. 

One other change in the order should 
be made which only indirectly affects the 
price of Class I-A milk. Evidence in the 
record indicates that the Cornell index 
of costs in dairy farming overstates by 
about 10 percent the level of costs based 
on recent field studies. The cost of pro¬ 
duction index presently required by the 
order to be computed and announced 
each month may also be expected to 
overstate the actual average cost of milk 
production by about 10 percent because 
it is heavily weighted by the Cornell in¬ 
dex and is otherwise similarly computed. 
The cost of production index announced 
under the order reflects changes in the 
price of items used in the production of 
milk. Similarly, the index of wholesale 
prices used in the Class I-A pricing 
formula reflects changes since 1948 in 
the price of commodities generally. 
Neither index reflects changes in effi¬ 
ciency or changes in the quantities of the 
priced items used in production. These 
two indices as now announced under the 
order thus appear to remain comparable. 
The Class I-A price index, however, re¬ 
flects quantitative changes in milk pro¬ 
duction relative to sales and is now 
comparable with the costs of the pro¬ 
duction index only if the latter is ad¬ 
justed to correct for the degree of its 
overstatement for actual costs. Accord¬ 
ingly, for purposes of comparison with 
the Class I-A price index in connection 
with determining pursuant to § 927.40 
(b> (2) as whether a hearing should 
be held, the cost of production index 
should be reduced by 10 percent. How¬ 
ever, for reasons previously indicated, no 
such adjustment is necessary for pur¬ 
poses of comparison with the wholesale 
price index pursuant to § 927.40 (b) (1). 

Issue No. 2. The proposals and the 
evidence thereon presented at the hear¬ 
ing with reference to the pricing of Class 
HI milk were concerned primarily with 
(1) fixing the Class HI price at not less 
than the Midwestern condensery price 
during the months of September through 
December, (2) eliminating the butter- 
cheese differential except during the 
months of May and June, (3) providing 
plus and minus differentials at individ¬ 
ual plants depending upon how the milk 
is utilized, and <4> a seasonal reduction 
in the Class III price during the months 
of March through June. 

The first three of these proposals were 
offered as proposals designed to increase 
the return to producers for Class IH 
milk, while the fourth is a proposal to 
reduce the Class IH price during months 
of highest volume. Proposals to change 
the general level of the Class HI price 
involve such considerations as volume to 
be handled, available outlets and facili¬ 
ties. seasonal variation, shifts in utili¬ 
zation, and the level of the Class IH 
price relative to other prices for milk 
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used for manufacturing. These con¬ 
siderations. except the relative level of 
the Class ni price, will be dealt with in 
connection with the specific proposals. 
A comparison of the Class III price with 
the United States average price paid for 
milk for manufacturing indicates that 
there has been no pronounced shift in 
the relationship during the past three 
years. Simple averages of monthly Class 
in prices for each of the years 1952, 

1953, and 1954 exceeded the United 
States average prices of milk for manu¬ 
facturing for those years by 5, 6. and 8 
cents, respectively. Compared with the 
Midwest condensery price the Class HI 
price was lower by 10 cents in 1952, by 
2 cents in 1953. and 7 cents lower in 

1954. The weighted average price for all 
Class in milk including that utilized for 
butter and cheese was 4 cents lower for 
the year 1954 than the simple average 
of announced monthly Class HI prices. 

Concerning the proposed Midwest con¬ 
densery price floor, reference is made to 
fiindings and conclusions relating to a 
similar proposal contained in a decision 
issued on August 18, 1954. With refer¬ 
ence to the proposal considered at that 
time for pricing Class in milk directly 
on the basis of prices paid at selected 
Midwest condenseries, it was found (1) 
that there is considerable shifting of 
relationships among prices paid for milk 
used for various manufactured milk 
products, and (2) that there appears to 
be no basis for concluding that the Mid¬ 
west condensery price is a better measure 
of the value, or of changes in the value, 
of Class HI milk than either (a) prices 
paid for milk for other manufactured 
milk uses or (b) the market values for 
dairy products now used in the Class 
HI formula. Prices paid for milk for 
manufacturing uses w T as recognized, 
however, as a useful and reliable guide 
for determining the proper average level 
of the Class III price over extended pe¬ 
riods. There was no new evidence pre¬ 
sented at this last hearing on which to 
base contrary findings. Such limited 
new evidence as was presented relative 
to the relationship of the Midwest con¬ 
densery price to other prices, and a fur¬ 
ther reduction during the past year in 
the number of Midwest condenseries at 
which prices paid are included in the 
average price reported tend to further 
support the previous findings. 

There appears to be an adequate basis 
for apprehension as to whether all of the 
pool milk in excess of fluid requirements 
would continue to be handled and dis¬ 
posed of in an orderly manner if the 
butter-cheese differential were to be 
eliminated at this time except for the 
months of May and June. In spite of 
substantial increases in the quantities of 
milk going into Class IH outlets other 
than for butter and cheese during the 
past few years coincident with the 
higher volume of Class HI milk result¬ 
ing from the increasing volume of pool 
milk relative to fluid requirements, the 
volume of milk utilized in butter and 
cheese in recent years has also increased 
materially. Substantial quantities of 
milk, particularly during the past two 
years, have been utilized for butter and 
cheese in months other than May and 
June. In 1954, the milk utilized for but¬ 
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ter in May and June constituted only 
slightly more than 20 percent of the total 
volume so utilized during the year. 
Nearly one-half of the total volume of 
milk utilized for cheese was in months 
other than May and June. With the 
prospect that the volume of Class ni 
milk to be disposed of, at least through 
the flush season of 1955, will be even 
higher than in 1954, it appears that but¬ 
ter and cheese will continue at least 
temporarily to constitute the only avail¬ 
able outlets for substantial quantities of 
Class III milk. The consequences of 
eliminating the butter-cheese adjust¬ 
ment under these circumstances need to 
be explored and considered more exten¬ 
sively than was done at this hearing 
before it can be found that its elimina¬ 
tion is justified. 

The proposal for adding 20 cents to the 
Class in price or for deducting 20 cents 
from the Class ni price applicable at 
individual plants depending upon the 
percentage of the milk at the plant 
utilized in Classes 1-A and I-B should 
not be adopted. Evidence presented does 
not provide an adequate basis for deter¬ 
mining whether or not the differentials 
proposed are appropriate or whether the 
utilization percentages proposed con¬ 
stitute proper breaking points for appli¬ 
cation of the differentials. The evidence 
presented also leaves far too great a de¬ 
gree of uncertainty as to both the im¬ 
mediate and long-run impact of the 
proposal upon the handling of the milk 
in the milkshed and upon its net effect on 
returns to producers. 

Proponents of reductions in the Class 
m price during the months of March 
through June pointed to the fact that 
the volume of Class in milk to be han¬ 
dled has increased and to the fact that 
the 1955 volume in those months is ex¬ 
pected to be 3 to 4 percent larger than in 
1954. It was further contended that it 
is during these months that the largest 
volume of milk has to be moved from re¬ 
ceiving plants to manufacturing plants, 
with resulting added costs to handlers 
for transportation and handling. Pro¬ 
ponents of a higher Class in price 
pointed to the same basic fact of in¬ 
creased volume of Class in milk, claim¬ 
ing that this, together with improved 
seasonal variation, results in more ef¬ 
ficient operation of manufacturing plants 
and reduced unit cost, thus constituting 
support for a higher Class HI price. 

Another reason advanced in support 
of proposed reductions of from 12 to 
20 cents in the Class m price in the 
March-June period was that Class in 
milk must be priced on a competitive 
basis with surrounding markets during 
the season of the year when the surplus 
is largest and when it is most difficult to 
move milk. It was pointed out that 
handlers are confronted with the prob¬ 
lem of disposing of Class in milk in 
competition with unregulated milk seek¬ 
ing similar outlets, and with milk from 
other regulated markets but priced sub¬ 
stantially lower than Class in milk un¬ 
der Order No. 27. Specific reference in 
this connection was made to (1) provi¬ 
sions of the Boston order under which, 
in the absence of a weighted average 
cream price, milk for manufacturing is 
priced on the basis of the United States 


average price of milk for manufactur¬ 
ing, (2) to provisions of the Philadelphia 
order recently amended to provide a re¬ 
duction of 20 cents below the regular 
Class n price for specified manufactur¬ 
ing uses, and (3) lower prices established 
in various State-regulated markets in 
New York, Pennsylvania and New Jersey 
for milk in manufacturing uses. 

While it is acknowledged that these 
competitive situations are likely to con¬ 
stitute Class in disposal problems for 
certain handlers, they do not appear to 
obtain over a sufficiently wide area or to 
have enough of an impact on a sufficient 
volume of Class in milk to justify a re¬ 
duction in the price of all Class nr milk 
including that unaffected by such com¬ 
petitive conditions. A suggested change 
in the classification provisions of the or¬ 
der to allow the classification of pool 
milk in Class HI up to the total volume 
of milk used for manufacturing at non¬ 
pool plants not only appears to be out¬ 
side the scope of this hearing but would 
not be justified without more extensive 
consideration of its effect upon the over¬ 
all returns for pool milk classified at 
nonpool plants. 

The existence of conditions paralleling 
those in 1954, at which time there was a 
reduction of 10 cents per hundredweight 
in the Class HI price for May and June, 
was cited in support of proposed lower 
Class ni prices at this time. On the 
other hand, significant differences were 
shown to exist between marketing con¬ 
ditions now and those prevailing at the 
same time last year. The level of 
dairy support prices after April 1 was 
known much earlier this year than in 
1954, thus providing more favorable 
conditions for planning manufacturing 
operations. Gross margins available 
to handlers between order prices and 
market prices of products w r ere shown 
to have increased somewhat in 1954 in 
relation to those prevailing previously. 

Much less difficulty was reported to 
have been experienced this year in find¬ 
ing outlets for Class m milk on reason¬ 
able terms. At the hearing on which 
the price reduction in 1954 was based 
numerous instances were reported of in¬ 
ability to collect any handling charge 
from operators of manufacturing plants, 
particularly from cheese manufac¬ 
turers. The situation generally on han¬ 
dling charges on Class m milk this year 
was reported to be materially improved 
with contracts having been made as early 
as in January for disposition of flush 
season supplies for manufacturing at 
reasonable handling charges ranging 
from 10 to 20 cents per hundredweight. 

Improved availability of outlets for 
Class III milk is also reflected in gen¬ 
erally higher prices and handling 
charges obtaining in the spot market 
for fluid milk in the marketing area, 
and in higher handling charges for mar¬ 
keting area fluid milk under annual 
contracts negotiated this spring for fluid 
supplies throughout the ensuing year. 
The attractiveness, from the standpoint 
of handling charges obtainable by milk- 
shed receiving plants, of outlets for milk 
for various manufacturing uses is rec¬ 
ognized as constituting an important 
factor influencing the amount of han¬ 
dling charges negotiated in contracts be- 
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tween buyers and sellers for supplies 
of milk for distribution for fluid use in 
the marketing area. 

A further consideration of importance 
under circumstances shown at this 
hearing to prevail is the effect that a 
reduction in the Class in price at this 
time would have on returns to producers. 
It was shown that on an annual basis 
for 1954 there were 3,483 million 
pounds of pool milk utilized in Class m. 
representing 44.9 percent of all pool 
milk, compared with 3,133 million 
pounds, constituting 40.3 percent of the 
pool milk, utilized in Class I-A. The 
volume in Class m thus exceeds the vol¬ 
ume in Class I-A by about 11 percent. 
Utilization in other fluid milk classes, 
however, brought the total fluid use up 
to 47.3 percent of pool receipts. When 
it is recognized that during the months 
of May and June it is probable that 
around 60 percent of the milk will go 
into Class III uses, the importance of 
the Class III price as a factor influencing 
the uniform price during those months 
is apparent. After weighing all evidence 
presented, it is concluded that proposed 
changes in provisions of the order for 
the pricing of Class in milk should not 
be adopted. 

Issue No. 3. The due and timely execu¬ 
tion of the function of the Secretary 
under the act imperatively and unavoid¬ 
ably requires the omission of a rec¬ 
ommended decision by the Deputy 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, and the opportunity for excep¬ 
tions thereto on the above issues No. 1 
and No. 2. 

The nature of these issues is such that 
the conclusions thereon should be ef¬ 
fectuated as soon as possible. Delay 
beyond the minimum time required to 
make the attached order effective would 
defeat its purpose. The time necessarily 
involved in the preparation, filing and 
publication of a recommended decision 
together with time for filing exceptions 
thereto would preclude timely action. 

It is therefore found that good cause 
exists for the omission of the recom¬ 
mended decision in order to inform in¬ 
terested parties promptly of the conclu¬ 
sions reached. It is important that in¬ 
terested parties be informed of the action 
decided upon as promptly as possible in 
order that appropriate adjustments may 
be made promptly in their operations in 
accordance with the decision. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs which were filed on be¬ 
half of interested parties contained 
statements of fact, proposed findings 
and conclusions, and arguments with re¬ 
spect to the provisions of the proposed 
amendment. Every point covered in the 
briefs was carefully considered along 
with the evidence in the record in mak¬ 
ing the findings and reaching the con¬ 
clusions hereinbefore set forth. To the 
extent that the findings and conclusions 
Proposed in the briefs are inconsistent 
with the findings and conclusions con¬ 
tained herein, the request to make such 
findings or to reach such conclusions is 
denied on the basis of the facts found 
and stated in connection with the con¬ 
clusions in this decision. 


GeJieral findings . (al The proposed 
marketing agreement and the order, as 
amended, and as hereby proposed to be 
further amended, and all of the terms 
and conditions thereof, will tend to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act; 

(b> The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the proposed 
marketing agreement and in the order, 
as amended, and as hereby proposed to 
be further amended, are such prices as 
will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure 
a sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk and be in the public interest; 
and 

(c) The proposed marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as amended, and as 
hereby proposed to be further amended, 
will regulate the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and are applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial and commercial activity spec¬ 
ified in, the said marketing agreement 
upon which a hearing has been held. 

Determination of representative pe¬ 
riod. The month of February 1955 is 
hereby determined to be the representa¬ 
tive period for the purpose of ascertain¬ 
ing whether the issuance of the order 
amending the order, as amended, now 
in effect, regulating the handling of 
milk in the New York Metropolitan milk 
marketing area in the manner set forth 
in the attached amending order is ap¬ 
proved or favored by producers who, dur¬ 
ing such period, were engaged in the 
production of milk for sale in the mar¬ 
keting area specified in such marketing 
order. 

Marketing agreement and order , as 
amended . Annexed hereto and made a 
part hereof are two documents entitled, 
respectively, "Marketing Agreement 
Regulating the Handling of Milk in the 
New York Metropolitan Milk Marketing 
Area" and "Order Amending the Order, 
as amended, Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in the New York Metropolitan Milk 
Marketing Area" which have been de¬ 
cided upon as the detailed and appro¬ 
priate means of effectuating the fore¬ 
going conclusions. These documents 
shall not become effective unless and 
until the requirements of § 900.14 of the 
rules of practice and procedure, as 
amended, governing proceedings to 
formulate marketing agreements and 
orders have been met. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

This decision filed at Washington, 
D. C., this 19th day of April 1955. 

[sealI Ezra Taft Benson, 

Secretary of Agriculture. 


Order 1 Amending the Order, as Amend¬ 
ed, Regulating the Handling of Milk 

in the New York Metropolitan Milk 

Marketing Area 

§ 927.0 Findings and determinations . 
The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order, 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto and all said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determi¬ 
nations set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U. S. C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure, as 
amended, governing the formulation of 
marketin g ag reements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held upon certain proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreement and to the order, as amended, 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
New York Metropolitan milk marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the rec¬ 
ord thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order, as amended, and 
as hereby further amended, and all of 
the terms and conditions thereof, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini¬ 
mum prices specified in the order, as 
amended, and as hereby further amend¬ 
ed, are such prices as will reflect the 
aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and wholesome milk 
and be in the public interest; and 

(3) The said order, as amended, and 
as hereby further amended, regulates the 
handling of milk in the same manner 
as and is applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activity specified in a mar¬ 
keting agreement upon which a hearing 
has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered that on and after the effec¬ 
tive date hereof the handling of milk in 
the New York Metropolitan milk mar¬ 
keting area shall be in conformity to 
and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, as 
amended, and as hereby further 
amended, as follows: 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure, as 
amended, governing proceedings to formu¬ 
late marketing agreements and orders have 
been met. 
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1. Replace the period at the end of 
the first sentence in paragraph (a) of 
§ 927.40 with a colon and add thereto 
the following: " And provided further , 
That such Class I-A price shall not be 
less than $4.75 during any of the months 
of May through September 1955/' 

2. Amend subparagraph (2) of para¬ 
graph (b) in § 927.40 to read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

(Bureau Order No. 551, Amdt. 13] 
Redelegations of Authority 

Order No. 551, as amended (16 P. R. 
2939, 5456, 7467, 8252; 17 F. R. 3516, 7552; 
18 P. R. 7305; 19 F. R. 1936, 3482, 3971, 
4544, 4585, 7416; and 20 P. R. 1562, is 
further amended as follows: 

1. Section 12 under the heading Func¬ 
tions Relating to Land and Minerals is 
amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 12. Leases and permits . The ap¬ 
proval of leases and p ermi ts, pursuant 
to the provisions of 25 CFR Part 171, of 

(1) tribal lands and lands owned by in¬ 
dividual Indians and associations of In¬ 
dians; and (2) lands acquired by the 
United States for Indian school or other 
Indian administrative purposes or trans¬ 
ferred to or placed under the adminis¬ 
tration of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
except where such lands are permitted 
under contracts providing for the sub¬ 
permitting thereof. This authority ex¬ 
tends to and includes the waiver of re¬ 
quirements for advertising of leases or 
permits and the waiver of acreage limi¬ 
tations for farm and farm pasture lands. 

2. Subsection (a) of section 132, under 
the heading Functions Relating to Credit 
Matters, is amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 132. Approval of mortgages and 
deeds of trust, (a) The approval of 
mortg ages and deeds of trust pursuant 
to 25 CFR 241.52, given as security for 
loans to finance productive enterprises 
operated by borrowers; to provide hous¬ 
ing facilities for borrowers; and for the 
purchase or construction of other im¬ 
provements to be utilized by borrowers 
when the loans are made by: 

(1) Any corporation, tribe, band, or 
credit association pursuant to 25 CFR 
21.13 and 28.11; 

(2) Any bureau or agency operating 
under authority of Congress; 

(3) Any National or State bank; 

(4) Any building and loan association 
operating under authority of the law of 
any State; or, 

(5) Any insurance company author¬ 
ized by law to engage in the making of 
such loans in the State involved. 

3. A new section, numbered 133 and 
reading as follows, is added under the 
heading Functions Relating to Credit 
Matters: 

Sec. 133. Revolving cattle pool, (a) 
The sale of cattle repaid to the United 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

(2) There is a difference of more than 
15 points for each of three consecutive 
months between 90 percent of the index 
of cost of production announced pursu¬ 
ant to § 927.46 (a) (6) and the index of 
the Class I-A price announced pursuant 
to § 927.46 (a) (7). 

[F. R. Doc. 55-3308; Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 
8:49 a. m.l 


States pursuant to the provisions of 25 
CFR 23.17. 

(b) The acceptance of cash in lieu of 
obligations to the United States for cat- 
tle, pursuant to the provisions of 25 CFR 
23.18. 

4. Two new sections, numbered 264 
and 265 and reading as follows, are 
added under the heading Functions Re¬ 
lating to Funds and Fiscal Matters: 

Sec. 264. Individual Indian moneys. 
The approval of expenditures of Indi¬ 
vidual Indian moneys held in the custody 
of the Department of the Interior. 

Sec. 265. Osage Indian funds. The 
approval of applications by Osage In¬ 
dians under section 5 of the act of April 
18, 1912 (37 Stat. 87), for the with¬ 
drawal of individual trust funds in the 
Treasury of the United States and 
quarterly pro rata share payments of 
Osage tribal funds and interest on in¬ 
dividual funds in the United States 
Treasury pursuant to the provisions of 
the act of June 28, 1906 (34 Stat. 544), 
as amended, or supplemented, by the 
acts of February 27, 1925 (43 Stat. 1008), 
and June 24, 1938 (52 Stat. 1034). 

Glenn L. Emmons, 
Commissioner. 

April 18, 1955. 

(F. R. Doc. 55-3293: Filed, Apr. 21. 1955; 

8:45 a. m.J 


Bureau of Land Management 

California 

NOTICE OF THE FILING OF PLATS OF SURVEY, 
EXTENSION SURVEY AND DEPENDENT SUR¬ 
VEY 

April 14. 1955. 

Notice is given that plats of survey, as 
follows, were accepted September 9, 1954, 
and will be officially filed in the Land 
Office. Los Angeles, California, effective 
at 10:00 a. m. on the 35th day after date 
of this notice. 

San Bernardino Meridian 

Plats of Survey of T. 3 S.. R, 14 E.. 

Fractional secs. 35 and 36. 

T. 4 S., R. 14 E., 

Fractional secs. 1 and 2. 

Dependent resurvey and extension survey of: 
T. 4 S., R. 15 E., 

Sec. 81. lots 3. 4. 5. 6; 

Sec. 32. lots l to 8 inclusive; 

Sec. 33. lots 1, 2. 3. 4. 

Extension Survey of T. 5 S., R. 14 E.. 

Secs. 12, 13. 23. All; 

Sec. 24. N%, SWft. 


The areas described aggregate 5024.97 
acres. , 

Title to fractional sec. 36, T. 3 S.. R. 
14 E., S. B. M.. subject to any prior ex¬ 
isting rights, vested in the State of Cali¬ 
fornia as of the date of acceptance of 
the plat of survey. All remaining lands 
shall be subject to the following provi¬ 
sions of this order. 

Available information indicates that 
the lands described are rolling rough 
hills to sandy desert lands. 

No application for the described lands 
may be allowed under the homestead, 
desert-land, small tract, or any other 
non-mineral public land law unless the 
land has already been classified as val¬ 
uable or suitable for such applications or 
shall be so classified upon consideration 
of an application. 

At the hour and date specified above 
the said lands shall, subject to valid ex¬ 
isting rights and the provisions of any 
existing withdrawals, become subject to 
application, petition, location, or selec¬ 
tion as follows: 

(a) Ninety-day period for preference- 
right filings. For a period of 90 days, 
commencing at the hour and on the day 
specified above, the public lands affected 
by this notice shall be subject to (1) 
application under the homestead or the 
desert-land law's, or the Small Tract Act 
of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 609; 43 U. S. C. 
682a), as amended, by qualified veterans 
of World Wax* n and other qualified per¬ 
sons entitled to preference under the act 
of September 27, 1944 (58 Stat. 747; 43 
U. S. C. 279-284), as amended, subject 
to the requirements of applicable law, 
and (2) application under any applicable 
public-land law, based on prior existing 
valid settlement rights and preference 
rights conferred by existing laws or 
equitable claims subject to allowance 
and confirmation. Applications under 
subdivision (1) of this paragraph shall 
be subject to applications and claims of 
the classes described in subdivision (2) 
of this paragraph. All applications filed 
under this paragraph, either at or before 
10:00 a. m. on the 35th day after the 
date of this notice, shall be treated as 
though filed simultaneously at that time. 
All applications filed after 10:00 a. m. 
on the said 35th day shall be considered 
in the order filed. 

(b) Date of non-preference-right 
filings. Commencing at 10:00 a. m. on 
the 126th day after the date of this no¬ 
tice. any lands remaining unappro¬ 
priated shall become subject to such 
application, petition, location, selection, 
or other appropriation by the public 
generally as may be authorized by the 
public-land laws. All such applications 
filed either at or before 10:00 a. m. on 
the 126th day after the date of this 
notice, shall be treated as though filed 
simultaneously at the hour specified on 
such 126th day. All applications filed 
thereafter shall be considered in the 
order filed. 

A veteran shall accompany his appli¬ 
cation with a complete photostatic, or 
other copy (both sides). of his certificate 
of honorable discharge, or of an official 
document of his branch of the service 
which shows clearly his honorable dis¬ 
charge as defined in § 181.36 of Title 43 
of the Code of Federal Regulations, or 
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constitutes evidence of other facts upon 
which the claim for preference is based 
and which shows clearly the period of 
service. Other persons claiming credit 
for service of veterans must furnish like 
proof in support of their claims. Persons 
asserting preference rights, through 
settlement or otherwise, and those hav¬ 
ing equitable claims, shall accompany 
their applications by duly corroborated 
statements in support thereof, setting 
forth in detail all facts relevant to their 
claims. 

Applications for these lands, which 
shall be filed in the Land Office, Los 
Angeles, California, shall be acted upon 
in accordance with the regulations con¬ 
tained in § 295.8 of Title 43 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations and Part 296 of 
that title, to the extent that such regu¬ 
lations are applicable. Applications 
under the homestead laws shall be gov¬ 
erned by the regulations contained in 
Parts 166 to 170, inclusive, of Title 43 
of the Code of Federal Regulations, and 
applications under the desert-land laws 
and the Small Tract Act of June 1, 1938, 
shall be governed by the regulations 
contained in 232 and 257, respectively, 
of that title. 

Inquiries concerning these lands shall 
be addressed to the Manager, Land 
Office, Los Angeles, California. 

[seal] Paul B. Witmer, 

Manager. 

[P. R. Doc. 55-3295; Filed, Apr. 21. 1955; 

8:46 a. m.J 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth Section Applications for Relief 
April 19. 1955. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 40 of the general rules of practice 
(49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 days 
from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

long-and-short-haul 

FSA No. 30509: Cast iron pipe in of¬ 
ficial territory. Filed by C. W. Boin, and 
C. R. Goldrich, Agents, for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on cast iron pressure 
pipe and fittings, carloads, from points in 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, Ohio. Penn¬ 
sylvania, and Virginia to points in of¬ 
ficial territory. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck 
competition. 

Tariff: Agent Boin’sI. C. C. No. A-1062. 

FSA No. 30510: Latex to Concord and 
Roxboro, N. C. Filed by R. E. Boyle, Jr., 
Agent, for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on latex (liquid crude rubber), carloads, 
from Baton Rouge and North Baton 
Rouge. La., to Concord and Roxboro. N. C. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and circuity. 

Tariff; Supplement 52 to Agent Span- 
inger's I. C. C. 1400. 

FSA No. 30511: Merchandise—Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn., to New York, N. Y. Filed by 
R. E. Boyle, Jr., Agent, for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on various commodities 


in mixed carloads, from Nashville, Tenn. p 
to New York. N. Y. 

Grounds for relief: Competition with 
motor carriers and circuity. 

Tariff: Supplement 8 to Agent Span- 

inppr'R T P P 1 

FSA No. 30512: Merchandise—Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio, to Florida. Filed by R. E. 
Boyle, Jr., Agent, for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on commodities, various, in 
mixed carloads, from Cincinnati, Ohio, to 
Lakeland and Winter Park, Fla. 

Grounds for relief: Motor truck com¬ 
petition and circuity. 

Tariff: Supplement 7 to Agent Span- 
inger’s I. C. C. 1458. 

FSA No. 30513: Merchandise—O & M 
River crossings to Mississippi. Filed by 
R. E. Boyle, Jr., Agent, for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on various commodities, 
in mixed carloads, from Cincinnati, Ohio. 
St. Louis, Mo., and East St. Louis, Ill., to 
Gulfport. Hattiesburg, and Laurel, Miss. 

Grounds for relief: Motor truck com¬ 
petition and circuity. 

Tariff: Supplement 7 to Agent Span- 
inger’s I. C. C. 1458. 

FSA No. 30514: Grain and products— 
Arkansas, Kansas, and Oklahoma to 
Texas. Filed by F. C. Kratzmeir, Agent, 
for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
grain, grain products and seeds, car¬ 
loads, from specified points in Arkansas. 
Kansas and Oklahoma to specified points 
in Texas. 

Grounds for relief: Circuity. 

Tariff: Supplement 102 to Agent 
Kratzmeir’s I. C. C. 3941. 

FSA No. 30515: Barium sulphate— 
Missouri to West Virginia. Filed by F. C. 
Kratzmeir, Agent, for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on crude barium sul¬ 
phate (barytes ore), carloads, from 
Blackwell, Mo., and twelve other points 
in Missouri to Charleston, Huntington 
and South Charleston. W. Va. 

Grounds for relief: Water and import 
competition, and circuity. 

Tariffs: Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., 
I. C. C. No. A-10237, supplement 19. 
St. Louis-San Francisco Co. I. C. C. A- 
336. supplement 13. 

FSA No. 30516: Salt to Houston, Del. 
Filed by F. C. Kratzmeir, Agent, for in¬ 
terested rail earners. Rates on common 
salt, carloads, from specified points in 
Louisiana and Texas to Houston, Del. 

Grounds for relief: Depressed rates 
reflecting combinations of intermediate 
rate factors, and circuity. 

Tariff: Supplement 67 to Agent Kratz¬ 
meir’s I. C. C. 3668. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 55-3299; Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 

8:47 a. m.J 


[Rev. S. O. 562. Taylor’s I. C. C. Order 49-AJ 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. 

rerouting or diversion of traffic 

Upon further consideration of Taylor’s 
I. C. C. Order No. 49 and good cause 
appearing therefor: 


It is ordered, That: 

(a) Taylor’s I. C. C. Order No. 49 be, 
and it is hereby vacated and set aside. 

(b> Effective date: This order shall 
become effective at 11:59 a. m.. April 18, 
1955. 

It is further ordered, That this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads. Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscribing 
to the car service and per diem agree¬ 
ment under the terms of that agreement 
and by filing it with the Director, Divi¬ 
sion of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., April 18 
1955. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

Charles W. Taylor, 
Agent. 

[F. R. Doc. 55-3300; Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 

8:47 a. m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 10883; FCC 55M-349| 

Newport Broadcasting Co. (KNBY) 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In the matter of Newport Broadcast¬ 
ing Co. (KNBY), Newport. Arkansas, for 
construction permit; Docket No. 10883, 
File No. BP-9081. 

Upon oral motion made by counsel for 
the applicant. Newport Broadcasting Co., 
on April 12, 1955. at the pre-trial con¬ 
ference held in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding, with agreement of all other 
counsel in such proceeding, and for good 
cause, (1) the pre-trial conference is 
adjourned until May 3. 1955. at 2 o’clock 
p. m., and (2) the hearing presently 
scheduled for April 26. 1955. is continued 
until May 9, 1955, at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Dated this 12th day of April 1955. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 55-3302; Filed. Apr. 21, 1955; 
8:48 a. m.J 


(Change List 651 

United States Standard Broadcast 
Stations 

list of changes, proposed changes and 
corrections in assignments 

April 14, 1955. 

Notification under the provisions of 
part III. section 2 of the North American 
Regional Broadcasting Agreement. 

This notification consists of a list of 
changes, proposed changes, and correc¬ 
tions in assignments of United States 
Standard Broadcast Stations modifying 
the Appendix containing assignments of 
United States Standard Broadcast Sta¬ 
tions, Mimeograph #48126, attached 
to the ’‘Recommendations of the North 
American Regional Broadcasting Agree¬ 
ment Engineering Meeting January 30, 
1941”, as amended. 
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NOTICES 


United States 


Can letters 

Location 

Power (kw) 

Anten¬ 

na 

Sched¬ 

ule 

Class 

Date of FCC 
action 

Proposed dntc of 
change or com¬ 
mencement of 
operation 



830 kilocycles 







TTartscIle, Ala. 

0.25. 

ND 

D 

n 

Apr. 14,1955 

Apr. 14,1956. 

1VDMG... 

Douglas, Ga. (PO: 860 
kc 1 kw D). 

6 . 

ND 

D 

n 

.do. 

Do. 

950 kilocycles 





The Dalles, Oreg- 

j 

DA-N 

U 

m-B 

_do- 

Do. 


970 kilocycles 






KOOK.... 

Billings, Mont, 
(change in direc¬ 
tional antenna pat¬ 
tern). 

s .. 

DA-N 

U 

m-A 

.....do_ 

Do. 

980 kilocycles 




KSGM_ 

Sainto Genevieve, Mo. 

0 5 

DA-N 

U 

m-B 


N In O with omnl- 

1,050 kilocycles 


directional 
autenna day¬ 
time. 

KCCO_ 

Lawton, Okla. (pre¬ 
viously notified ns 
omnidirectional). 

0.25. 

DA-D 

D 

n 

Apr. 14,1955 

Apr. 14,1956. 

lfilO kilocycles 



WICH. 

Norwich, Conn, (pre¬ 
vious operation on 
1,400 kc.) 

1 

DA-1 

U 

m-B 


N in O on new 

1550 kilocycles 


frequency. 

WMLT.... 

Dublin, Ga. (previ¬ 
ous operation on 

i , . _ - _ _ 

ND 

D 

hi 

_ _ _ 

Do. 






WAEW_ 

1340 kc). 

Crossvillo, Tenn. 
(PO: 1340 kc, 250 w 

1 . 

ND 

D 

hi 

Apr. 14,1955 

Apr. 14, 1956. 





U). 

1340 kilocycles 






WMLT_ 

Dublin. Ga. (delete 
assignment—vide 
1330 kc). 

1300 kilocycles 






New 

Amarillo, Tex......... 

0.5. 

ND 

D 

m 

Apr. 14,1956 

Do. 



1370 kilocycles 





W'OTR_ 

Cony, Pa.. 

0.5. 

ND 

D 

m 

-- 

N In O with new 
station. 



1400 kilocycles 





WICH. 

Norwich, Conn, (de¬ 
lete assignment— 
vide 1310 kc). 

1490 kilocycles 






WLDB-... 

AVBLT.... 

Atlantic City, N. I... 
Bedford, Va. (delete 
assignment—vide 
1350 kc). 

q_25._....... 

ND 

u 

IV 


Do. 

1680 kilocycles 




WP QO-... 

Mornlngside, Md. 
(PO: 1580 kc, 1 kw 
D). 

10 .. 

DA-D 

D 

u 

Apr. 14, 1955 

Apr. 14, 1950. 


1000 kilocycles 






KTTN-... 

Trenton, Mo. 

0.5____ 

ND 

D 

m 


N in O with new 




station. 


Federal Communications Commission, 
Tseal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 


IF. R. Doc. 55-3304; Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 8:48 a. m.] 


[Docket Nos. 11287—11289; FCC 55M-348J 
El Mundo, Inc., et al. 
order continuing hearing 

In re applications of El Mundo, Inc., 
Mayaguez, Puerto Rico, Docket No. 11287, 
File No. BPCT-1892; Ponce De Leon 
Broadcasting Co.. Inc., of P. R., Maya¬ 
guez, Puerto Rico, Docket No. 11288, File 
No. BPCT-1906; Supreme Broadcasting 
Company, Inc., Mayaguez, Puerto Rico, 
Docket No. 11289, File No. BPCT-1911; 
for construction permits for new televi¬ 
sion broadcast stations. 


The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a motion filed on April 13, 
1955, on behalf of Ponce De Leon Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc., of P. R. and El 
Mundo, Inc., requesting that the hearing 
in the above-entitled proceeding, now 
scheduled to be held on April 25,1955, be 
continued without date; and 

It appearing that sufficient grounds 
have been set forth in the said motion to 
justify a reasonable continuance of the 
said hearing; and 

It further appearing that counsel for 
Supreme Broadcasting Company, Inc., 


and the Broadcast Bureau of this Com¬ 
mission, the only other parties to the 
said proceeding, have stated that they 
have no objection to a grant of the mo¬ 
tion under consideration; 

It is ordered , This 15th day of April 
1955. that the above motion be, and it is 
hereby, granted in part, and that the 
hearing in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing is hereby continued until 10:00 a. m., 
on Friday, June 10, 1955, at the offices 
of this Commission, Washington, D. c. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 55-3303; Filed, Apr. 21, 1955; 
8:48 a. m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 

[Dept. Order 83 (Amended) 1 

Organization, Duties and Functions 
March 28, 1955. 

The material appearing at 12 F. R. 
10148, 16 F. R. 8189, 16 F. R. 11745, and 
17 F. R. 7910 is superseded by the 
following: 

Section 1. Purpose. The purpose of 
this order is to define the broad authority 
and functions of the Secretary of Com¬ 
merce and to prescribe the method and 
channels through which these functions 
are performed. 

Sec. 2. Secretary of Commerce. .01 
The Secretary of Commerce is respon¬ 
sible for the administration of the func¬ 
tions and authorities assigned to the 
Department of Commerce broadly de¬ 
scribed in the act of February 14, 1903 (32 
Stat. 826). which reads in part as 
follows: 

It shall be the province and duty of the 
6aid Department (Department of Commerce) 
to foster, promote, and develop the foreign 
and domestic commerce, • • • manufactur¬ 
ing, shipping • • • industries, and the 
transportation facilities of the United States: 
and to this end it shall be vested with juris¬ 
diction and control of the departments, 
bureaus, offices, and branches of the public 
service hereinafter specified, and with such 
other powers and duties as may be proscribed 
by law. 

.02 In addition to the generic author¬ 
ity provided in the act of February 14, 
1903, supra, Reorganization Plan No. 5 
of 1950 and Reorganization Plan No. 21 
of 1950 transferred to the Secretary of 
Commerce, with certain exceptions not 
here pertinent, the related functions and 
authorities vested in all other officers 
and organization units of the Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce. 

.03 The Secretary is also responsible 
for advising the President on Federal 
policy and programs affecting the in¬ 
dustrial and commercial segments of the 
national economy within the scope of 
the Department of Commerce. 

.04 The order of precedence to act as 
Secretary of Commerce is established by 
law and Executive Order which provide 
that the following officers, in the order 
designated, shall perform the duties of 
the Secretary of Commerce in the event 
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of the absence or sickness of the Secre¬ 
tary, or until a successor is appointed in 
the event of the vacancy of that position: 

1. The Under Secretary. 

2. The Under Secretary for Transpor¬ 
tation. 

3. The Assistant Secretaries of Com¬ 
merce in the order of precedence as de¬ 
termined by the dates of their commis¬ 
sions. 

4. The General Counsel. 

Sec. 3. Office of the Secretary of Com¬ 
merce. .01 The Office of the Secretary 
of Commerce is composed of the follow¬ 
ing officers and organization units: 

1. The Secretary of Commerce. 

2. The Under Secretary. 

3. The Under Secretary for Trans¬ 
portation: Defense Air Transportation 
Administration. 

4. The Assistant Secretary for Domes¬ 
tic Affairs. 

5. The Assistant Secretary for Inter¬ 
national Affairs: Office of International 
Trade Fairs. 

6. The Assistant Secretary for Admin¬ 
istration : Office of Budget and Manage¬ 
ment. Office of Personnel Management. 
Office of Publications, Office of Adminis¬ 
trative Operations, Office of Security 
Control, Agency Inspection Staff, Ap¬ 
peals Board. 

7. The General Counsel. 

8. Office of Public Information. 

9. Office of Strategic Information. 

.02 In the execution of his responsi¬ 
bilities for the administration of the 
functions and authorities assigned to the 
Department of Commerce, the Secretary 
has delegated, by separate orders, the 
performance of certain specified func¬ 
tions, together with the related operat¬ 
ing authority, to the heads of the con¬ 
stituent units of the Office of the Secre¬ 
tary and to the heads of the primary 
organization units of the Department. 

.03 Exhibit 1 to this order indicates 
the respective areas of functional super¬ 
vision and authority exercised by the 
heads of the constituent units of the Of¬ 
fice of the Secretary of Commerce and 
identifies the applicable enabling De¬ 
partment Order. 

Sec. 4. Effect on other orders. This 
order supersedes Department Order No. 


83 (Amended) of August 6. 1951, and 
Department Order No. 82 (Amended) of 
August 5, 1950. Any other orders or 
parts of orders the provisions of which 
are inconsistent or in conflict with the 
provisions of this order are hereby 
amended or superseded accordingly. 

Effective date: March 28.1955, 

Sinclair Weeks, 
Secretary of Commerce . 

(F. R. Doc. 55-3301; Filed. Apr. 21, 1955; 
8:48 a. m.J 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 1-2706] 

Willson Products, Inc. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION TO STRIKE FROM 

LISTING AND REGISTRATION, AND OF OP¬ 
PORTUNITY FOR HEARING 

April 18, 1955. 

American Stock Exchange has made 
application, pursuant to section 12 (d) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
and Rule X-12D2-1 (b) promulgated 
thereunder, to strike the above named 
security from listing and registration 
thereon. 

The reasons alleged in the application 
for striking this security from listing and 
registration include the following: 

Pursuant to an offer dated Febru¬ 
ary 10, 1955, the Ray-O-Vac Company 
has purchased 151.211 shares of Willson 
Products, Inc., through April 7, 1955. 
leaving only 2,581 shares publicly held 
by 48 holders of record. 

The purchase offer has been extended 
to the close of business May 11, 1955. 

In the opinion of its Committee on 
Securities, the number of shares remain¬ 
ing in public hands has become so re¬ 
duced as to make inadvisable further 
dealings therein upon the Exchange. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
May 4, 1955. from any interested person 
for a hearing in regard to terms to be 
imposed upon the delisting of this se¬ 
curity, the Commission will determine 
whether to set the matter down for hear¬ 
ing. Such request should state briefly 
the nature of the interest of the person 
requesting the hearing and the position 


he proposes to take at the hearing with 
respect to imposition of terms. In addi¬ 
tion. any interested person may submit 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
on this application by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary of the Se¬ 
curities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington 25. D. C. If no one requests 
a hearing on this matter, this applica¬ 
tion will be determined by order of the 
Commission on the basis of the facts 
stated in the application and other in¬ 
formation contained in the official file of 
the Commission pertaining to the matter. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] ORVAL L. DUBOIS, 

Secretary . 

(F. R. Doc. 55-329G: Filed. Apr. 21, 1955; 

8:46 a. m.| 


SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES 
CONTROL BOARD 

[Docket No. 109-531 

Herbert Brownell, Jr., Attorney Gen¬ 
eral of the United States. Petitioner, 
v. American Committee for Protec¬ 
tion of Foreign Born, Respondent 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the Subversive Activities Control Act 
of 1950 (Title I of the Internal Security 
Act of 1950. Pub. Law 831, 81st Cong. 
50 U. S. C. 781 et seq.), particularly 
section 13 of said act (50 U. S. C. 792), 
a hearing in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing on the petition of the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral for an order of the Board requiring 
the Respondent to register as a Com¬ 
munist-front organization pursuant to 
section 7 of said act (50 U. S. C. 786), will 
be held commencing on Monday, May 
16, 1955, at 10:00 a. m.. e. d. s. t., in 
Hearing Room 111, Lafayette Building, 
811 Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, 
D. C. 

Dated at Washington, D. C. t April 18, 
1955. 

[seal] Thomas J. Herbert, 

Chairman. 

[F. R. Doc. 55-3297; Filed. Apr. 21, 1955; 

8:46 a. m.] 













